United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20" Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960

October 8, 2008

Judy Hushon

Habitat Conservation Plan Advisory Committee
Collier County Environmental Services Department
2800 North Horseshoe Drive

Naples, Florida 34104

Service Consultation Code: 41420-2007-TA-1166
Project: Proposed Immokalee Habitat
Conservation Plan
County: Collier

Dear Ms. Hushon:

For the last 3 years, the Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has provided technical assistance to
the Collier County Habitat Conservation Plan Advisory Committee (HCPAC) on the benefits of
and procedures for developing a Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) for Immokalee. Recently, the
HCPAC asked us to summarize these benefits in a letter of support for the development of an
HCP. This letter provides the brief history of our recent involvement with the HCPAC and
outlines the benefits to land owners and federally listed threatened and endangered species from
the development and implementation of an HCP. The Service fully supports the development of
an HCP for the Immokalee area.

On March 19, 2008, the Service gave a presentation to the Immokalee Master Plan Visioning
Committee (IMPVC) regarding Habitat Conservation Planning (HCP) at the request of the
HCPAC. During the meeting, we explained the incidental take permitting process pursuant to
section 10 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (87 Stat. 884; 16 U.S.C. 1531 ef
seq.). We discussed the potential benefits to Inmokalee from developing an HCP as well as
funding opportunities available to aid with developing an HCP. The IMPVC expressed an
interest in an HCP if it would streamline the environmental regulatory process. Also, should the
IMPVC and HCPAC make a recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners to develop
an HCP for the Immokalee area, the IMPVC has requested the Service partner with Collier
County in support of this effort.

The Service believes federally listed species would benefit from an HCP because their needs
would be addressed at the landscape level providing better conservation than what could be
achieved through project by project review. Local landowners would benefit from development
of an HCP because the plan would provide landowners with clearly defined steps necessary for
development of their property. Another benefit to Immokalee land owners is that an HCP could
incorporate mechanisms to streamline the environmental regulatory process. Therefore, the
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Service supports the Committee in their efforts to develop an HCP and seek an incidental take
permit for listed species in the Immokalee area. Service staff will continue to be made available
to guide you through this process.

We look forward to partnering with you to develop an HCP for the Immokalee area. If you have
questions, please contact Trish Adams at 772-562-3909, extension 232.

Sincerely yours,

fA ot

7or paul Souza
Field Supervisor
South Florida Ecological Services Office

cc:

Collier County, Environmental Sciences Department, Naples, Florida (Kirsten Wilkie)
Immokalee Community Redevelopment Agency, Immokalee, Florida (Penny Phillippii)
Immokalee Master Plan Visioning Committee, Immokalee, Florida (Fred Thomas)

FWC, Division of Habitat and Species Conservation, Tallahassee, Florida (Kathy Marois)
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Meeting Schedule

5:00 pm - Open House

H:30 pm - Presentation

6:00 pm - Public Comment
TBD - Closing




Purpose of Tonight’s Meeting

 Explain the proposed action
* Discuss related regulation and process
» Endangered Species Act (ESA)
= National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

e Initiate Scoping

* The purpose of the public scoping process is to
identify relevant issues that will influence the scope of
the environmental analysis, including alternatives, and

guide the process for developing the EIS.



Proposed Action

e Issuance of Incidental Take Permit(ITP) by the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (Service)

 Covers effects to:
= 10 Federally-Listed and Candidate Species
= 6 State-Listed Species

e Covers approximately 152,124 acres of privately owned
lands in Eastern Collier County, FL

e Duration of the ITP proposed to be 50 Years



Applicant

Eastern Collier Property Owners

e Alico, Inc.

 Barron Collier Investments, Ltd.

* Collier Enterprises Management, Inc.
 Consolidated Citrus Limited Partnership
 English Brothers Partnership

* Heller Bros. Packing Corp.

« John E. Price, Jr. Trust

* Pacific Land, Ltd.

e Sunniland Family Limited Partnership



Endangered Species Act (ESA)

 Law that protects and promotes the recovery of federally-listed
threatened and endangered species

» The Service may issue permits to non-federal parties through
processes described in Section 10 of the ESA

* "Incidental take" is the unintended take that may occur as a
conseguence of engaging in an otherwise lawful activity

Key Definitions Section 10 (a) Criteria

“Take” means to harass, harm, pursue, * The taking will be incidental;
hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or
collect any threatened or endangered
species.

* The applicant will, to the maximum extent practicable,
minimize and mitigate the impact of such taking;

» The applicant will develop an HCP and ensure that

“Harm” may include significant habitat adequate funding for the plan will be provided;

modification where it actually kills or
injures a listed species through » The taking will not appreciably reduce the likelihood of

impairment of essential behavior. the survival and recovery of the species in the wild;
and

* The applicant will carry out any other measures that
the Secretary of the Interior may require as being
necessary or appropriate for the purposes of the HCP.




The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service’s

Role in this Process

* The Service is providing technical assistance to the
applicants and reviewing the Eastern Collier Multiple
Species HCP to ensure issuance of an Incidental Take
Permit under Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA, to the
applicants, will not jeopardize the survival and recovery of
federally-listed species.

* The Service is providing technical assistance to the
applicants and reviewing the Eastern Collier Multiple
Species HCP to ensure issuance of an Incidental Take
Permit under Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the ESA, to the
applicants, will not lead to the listing of other species of
conservation concern.




Process Overview

1. The Eastern Collier Property Owners Copeuat
have developed a draft HCP to support Plan
a future ITP application. The draft HCP
has been submitted to the U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service (May 2015) for review.

2. The Service is preparing a Draft EIS for
public review that detalls potential Environmental
impacts of the ITP and HCP After public gpnpact
comment, the Final EIS will be
published and the Service will prepare a
Record of Decision (ROD).

3. If the Service determines that the Final
HCP meets the ESA Section 10(a) Incidental
criteria, the Service will issue the TP Take

Permit




What is an HCP?

Habitat
» HCPs are planning documents required as Conservation

part of an application for an incidental take Plan
permit. HCPs describe the action and how
it may result in incidental take of federally
listed threatened and endangered species;
and how potentially adverse effects will be
avoided, minimized, or mitigated by the

EASTERN COLLIER MULTIp(E SPECIES HCp
April 2015

applicant.

 HCPs can apply to both listed and
nonlisted species, including those that are -
candidates or have been proposed for Y i
listing. —

» The Eastern Collier Multiple Species HCP ——
is available at: o

www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com T



http://www.easterncollierhcpeis.com/
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HCP Covered Species

Federally-Listed Species

Common Name
Florida Scrub Jay

Northem Crested Caracara
Wood Stork

Red-Cockaded \Woodpecker
Everglade Snail Kite

Eastem Indigo Snake

Flonda Bonneted Bat

Florida Panther

Gopher Tortoise

Eastem Diamondback Rattlesnake

Scientific Name

Aphelocoma coerulescens

Caracara cheriway

IMlycteria americana

Picoides borealis

Rostrhamus sociabilis plumbeus
Drymarchon corais couperi
Eumops floridanus

Puma concolor coryi

Gopherus polyphemus

Crotalus adamanteus

&U.S. 5
SERVICE

A : 7
: !
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Status
Threatened

Threatened
Threatened
Endangered
Endangered
Threatened
Endangered
Endangered

Candidate Species

Under Review
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HCP Covered Species

State-Listed Species

Common Name
Burrowing Owl

Florida Sandhill Crane

Little Blue Heron

Southeastem American Kestrel

Tricolored Heron

Big Cypress Fox Squirrel

Scientific Name

Athene cunicularia

Grus canadensis pratensis

Egretta caerulea

Falco sparverius paulus

Egretta tricolor

Sciurus niger avicennia

Status
Threatened

Threatened
Threatened
Threatened
Threatened

Threatened

2009 AECOM
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Actions Covered by ITP

e Development

= Single Family / Multi-Unit Housing

= Public and Private Institutional Faclilities

= Commercial / Office Space

= Retall Establishments

= Surface Water Management

= Internal Roadways

= Parks / Landscaping

= Other elements typical of Mixed Use Developments
 Earth Mining

= Sand, soll, limestone and similar materials

13



Major Elements of HCP

* Preservation of approx. 107,000 acres of contiguous land
 Preservation and Plan-Wide Activities

* Management of Preserved Lands

« Mitigation and Monitoring

* Preservation of existing Panther Movement Corridors

 Coordinate with Florida Panther Protection Program (FPPP)
= Establishment of the Marinelli Fund

Panther Male in Refuge; 2012 Florida Fish and Wildlife



What is an EIS?

e An EIS is a document prepared to
comply with the requirements of the

National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA).

* An EIS is prepared to analyze and
disclose the effects of proposed
activities on the human and natural
environment.

 The EIS will consider potentially
significant short, long-term, direct,
indirect, and cumulative effects of the
proposed action and its reasonable
alternatives.

 The EIS incorporates public and agency
comments regarding scope and
alternatives.

Environmental
Impact
Statement

The National
Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) requires the
Service prepare an EIS
for any federal action
that significantly affects
the quality of the
human environment.

The issuance of an
incidental take permit
(ITP) by the Service is a
major federal action

15



EIS Analysis

 Human and Natural Environment
= Geology and Soils
= Water Resources
= Air Quality
= Cultural Resources
= Visual Resources
= Socio-Economics and Environmental Justice
= Transportation
= Ecological Communities
= General Wildlife
= Wildlife Habitat Linkages and Corridors
= Listed Species / Candidate Species
= Climate Change

16



EIS Process

We are Here

_ Public / Comment
Notice of Intent (NOI) —}l Agency Scoping ‘—>

Public H earing . Devel%pﬁae;[lcEllgublish . Incor([:acc))rrg;tﬁesn(;gplng

Comment Incorporate Develop and Publish
< Comments b Final EIS

Notice
L Period

USFWS Record of

Decision

17



Scoping

The purpose of the public scoping process is to identify
relevant issues that will influence the scope of the
environmental analysis, including alternatives, and guide

the process for deve

“Most important, NE

oping the EIS.

PA documents must concentrate on

the issues that are truly significant to the action in
question, rather than amassing needless detail.”

[40 CFR 1500.1(b)]

18



Useful Comments

Comments that raise significant issues are the most helpful. An

Issue is a point of disagreement, debate, or dispute with a
proposed action based on some anticipated environmental
effect. Significant issues are those issues that are related to
significant or potentially significant effects. An issue is more
than just a position statement. An Issue:

* has a cause and effect relationship with the proposed action
or alternatives;

e is within the scope of the analysis;

* has not been decided by law, regulation, or previous
decision;

 and is amenable to scientific analysis rather than conjecture.

19



Scoping Comments

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will use scoping
comments to develop/refine Alternatives for analysis in
the EIS

Preliminary Alternatives

 Reject the HCP (No Action)

e Adopt the HCP

» Adopt the HCP with modification

20



|dentified Preliminary Issues

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has identified the
following preliminary issues:

* The impact of habitat loss and fragmentation on the
survival and recovery of the Florida Panther.

e The impact of changing traffic patterns on Florida
Panther survivorship.

21



Comment Submittal - Options

 Provide a statement during tonight’s comment period

e Complete a comment card and place it in the comment box
e E-mail comments to comments-eastcollierhcp@fws.gov

* Fax comments to: (512) 490-0974

* Mail written commments to:
Comments — Eastern Collier HCP EIS
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20t Street
Vero Beach, FL 32960

Please have all scoping comments submitted by April 25, 2016.

22
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Next Steps

Environmental
Impact
Statement

Incidental

Take
Permit

 EIS Scoping March-June 2016

e Draft E
* Public

S June 2016 —June 2017 v P
Hearing July 2017 ‘

e Final E

* Record of Decision January 2018

The US Fish

S December 2017

All dates tentative N \

and Wildlife Service may issue permits for the

"incidental take" of endangered and threatened wildlife species.
Incidental take is defined by the ESA as take that is "incidental to,
and not the purpose of, the carrying out of an otherwise lawful

activity."

A permit holder is authorized incidental take as long as they are 4 Y

compliant with the terms of the HCF the ITF and all other federal

and state lawvs.
_A




Public AL
Comments







May 7, 2016

Donnie Kinard
Department of the Army
Jacksonville District Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 4970
Jacksonville, Florida 32232-0019
Service Federal Activity Code: 2008-FA-0786
Service Consultation Code: 2008-FA-0786
Date Received: February 12, 2008
Applicant: Eastern Collier Property
Owners
County: Collier

Dear Mr. Kinard:

The Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) invites the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) to
participate as a collaborating agency in the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for the Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). This letter is
submitted in accordance with The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42 U.S.C.
884321-4370h).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A group of private land owners, collectively referred to as the Eastern Collier Property Owners,
are seeking authorization from the Service for incidental take of federally threatened and
endangered species in accordance with the requirements of Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act). Specifically, the applicants anticipate incidental take of federally
listed species will likely occur during their lawful use of 45,000 acres of properties located in
eastern Collier County over the next 50 years. To offset the anticipated incidental take of
federally threatened and endangered species the applicants also propose to protect and manage
an additional 107,000 acres to the benefit of 16 federally listed, state listed, and at-risk species.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

The applicants submitted a draft Eastern Collier Multiple Species HCP for initial review by the
Service in April 2015. This document, required as a part of the application for an Incidental Take
Permit under Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Act, identifies 8 federally-listed species likely to be
taken incidental to the purpose of their proposed activities in the HCP area. Species likely to be
affected by these activities and proposed mitigation include Florida scrub jay (Aphelocoma
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coerulescens), northern crested caracara (caracara cheriway), wood stork, (Mycteria
americana), red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis), Everglade snail kite (Rostrhamus
sociabilis plumbeus), eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais couperi), Florida bonneted bat
(Eumops floridanus), and Florida panther (Puma concolor coryi). Additionally, the HCP
identifies the potential for adverse effects to 8 state listed and at-risk species, including gopher
tortoise (Gopherus polyphemus), eastern diamondback rattlesnake (Crotalus adamanteus),
burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), Florida sandhill crane (Grus canadensis pratensis), little
blue heron (Egretta caerulea), Southeastern American kestrel (Falco sparverius paulus),
tricolored heron (Egretta tricolor), and Big Cypress fox squirrel (Sciurus niger avicennia).

PARTICIPATION

Section 102 in Title | of NEPA requires federal agencies to incorporate environmental
considerations in their planning and decision-making through a systematic interdisciplinary
approach. Specifically, all federal agencies are to prepare detailed statements assessing the
environmental impact of and alternatives to major federal actions significantly affecting the
environment. The Service is currently preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
regarding assessing how implementation of the Eastern Collier Multiple Species HCP and
alternatives would impact the human environment. Because of the Corps’ extensive regulatory
presence in areas to be affected by implementation of the proposed HCP we request your office
participate in all levels of our NEPA review of this action.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation and effort in assisting our review. If you have any
questions, please contact Kenneth McDonald at 772-469-4284 or at
kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov.

Sincerely yours,

Roxanna Hinzeman
Field Supervisor
South Florida Ecological Services Office



AGENDA

Florida Panther Recovery Implementation Team
Transportation SubTeam

FDOT's Bartow District One Office
801 N. Broadway Avenue, Bartow, Florida 33830

March 31, 2016 10am — 3pm
Bring your lunch

Welcome (Nancy)(10:00-10:05)

o Introductions
o Finalize Agenda

January 28, 2016, Meeting Summary and Minutes (Amber)(10:05-10:10)
Communications (Nancy)(10:10-10:25)

o Transportation SubTeam Member Comments and Updates on Assigned Projects
o FWS Staff Liaison — David Shindle
o PRIT Liaison — Elizabeth Fleming

Presentation by Tim Tetzlaff/Naples Zoo (Nancy)(10:20-10:35)

o Slow Speed Zones, Driver Education Campaign

Southwest Florida Hotspots, Continued Discussion (Nancy)(10:35-12:00)
o SR29 — Gwen
o Hotspots Map - Darrell
o Local Road Projects and LRTPs - Don

Public Comment (12:00-12:05)

LUNCH BREAK (12:05-12:30)

Cost Surface Mapping (Dan) (12:30 — 2:00)
Funding Opportunities (Brent) (2:00-2:45)

o Federal, State, Local, and Private

Public Comment (2:45-2:50)
Next Meeting (Nancy)(2:50-3:00)

o Location
o Date
o Agenda

Adjourn



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Recommendation to consider the Habitat Conservation Plan Advisory
Committee’'s recommendation to explore the feasbility of a multi-species
Habitat Conservation Plan

OBJECTIVE: To have the Collier County Board of County Commissioners (BCC) consider
the findings of the Habitat Conservation Plan Advisory Committee (Committee) and its
recommendation for the BCC to provide direction to the Committee for exploring the feasibility
of a multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).

CONSIDERATION: The BCC has adopted Resolution 2005-174 establishing the Habitat
Conservation Plan Ad-hoc Advisory Committee. The primary purpose of the Committee is to
assist the BCC in determining the feasibility of developing and implementing a County-wide
HCPto provide protection for Red-cockaded woodpeckers (RCWSs) in Collier County.

As a result of the Committee’s information and data gathering efforts that were conducted to
satisfy the BCC' s direction as outlined in Resolution 2005-174, the Committee has found that the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service would require a County-wide HCP to be a multi-species plan that,
depending on geographical scope, would need to address more listed species than just RCWs.
Because a multi-species HCP is different from the BCC's prior direction, the Committee has
decided to bring this finding to the BCC and recommend that the BCC reconsider its prior
direction to limit the evaluation of a County-wide HCP to just a single species (RCWs). At its
December 19, 2005 meeting, the Committee voted unanimously to forward the attached
recommendations to the BCC.

FISCAL IMPACT: The committee has been meeting twice per month since August 2005.
Summary minutes of each meeting are taken at an average cost of $150 per meeting. County
Manager agency staff time using non-Environmental Review staff has averaged 40+/-hours per
meeting to support the committee’s activities. Sufficient funds are budgeted in the FY 06 budget
to continue the Committee’ s work.

GROWTH MANAGEMENT IMPACT: This effort assists in implementing various policies
of Goal 7 of the Conservation and Coastal Management Element that addresses the protection
and conservation of wildlife.

LEGAL CONSIDERATIONS: The County Attorney’'s Office has had an Assistant County
Attorney attend the Committee’'s meetings who has given input to the Committee as it has
developed its recommendations.

RECOMMENDATION: That the Board of County Commissioners consider the attached
Habitat Conservation Plan Advisory Committee recommendations and direct the Committee to
evaluate the feasibility of a multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan.

PREPARED BY: William D. Lorenz Jr., P.E., Environmental Services Department Director



From: Tawes. Robert

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth
Subject: Re: Eastern Collier visit
Date: Monday, March 14, 2016 9:08:12 AM

Hi Ken - thanks for sending the note. Unfortunately |1 won't be able to make it this week. 1
would like to see the habitat at some point in the future though.

Have a good field visit. R.

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 10:00 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov>
wrote:
Hi Rob,

David informed me you might want to know about this and get out to this area. I've attached
the agenda we have for a site visit next week. The main event is Tuesday, the 15th. Ignore
the part about the helicopter tour, though - we scratched that because their pilot and aircraft
weren't approved by OAS, yet. Instead we're meeting at the Florida Panther NWR trailhead
parkinglot at 9am on the morning of the 15th, for an extended tour of the area.

Ken

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Christian Spilker <CSpilker@collierenterprises.com>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 3:32 PM

Subject: Eastern Collier visit

To: Kenneth Mcdonald <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>

Ken,

A draft agenda for your visit is attached. Please let me know if you want to add or remove
anything.

This e-mail message is intended only for the individual(s) to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.
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mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fne{z}/ and.- fem*i&tence will conguer afl tﬁ;’an
- aZ;enjamin ?nmk-ﬁ'n

Rob W. Tawes

Chief, Division of Environmental Review
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Southeast Regional Office

1875 Century Boulevard

Atlanta, GA 30345

(W) 404/679-7142

(f) 404/679-7081

http://www.fws.gov/southeast/
www.fws.gov

NOTE: This email correspondence and any attachments to and from this sender is subject to the Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) and may be disclosed to third parties.


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Shindle, David

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth
Subject: Re: Eastern Collier visit
Date: Monday, March 14, 2016 7:54:48 AM

Good Morning Ken-

| just realized | had the HCP meetings scheduled on the 16th and 17th in my calendar. Maybe
there was achange | missed. That said, | have another panther meeting to attend on the 15th.
If you need me there on the 16th, just let me know.

David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cdll 772-532-7293
david_shindle@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Mon, Mar 7, 2016 at 8:20 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov> wrote:
Hello al,

FY on the agenda. The 14th and 15th are about getting me and anyone else who needsto be
up to speed on the layout of the project. The 16th is sitting down with the applicants to
spitball how they might trade mitigation credits with one another in the preserve area. Any
and all are welcome to come!

Ken

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Christian Spilker <CSpilker@collierenterprises.com>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 3:32 PM

Subject: Eastern Collier visit

To: Kenneth Mcdonad <kenneth_mcdona d@fws.gov>

Ken,

A draft agendafor your visit is attached. Please let me know if you want to add or remove
anything.
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Thise-mail message isintended only for the individual(s) to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnegy and- Joer&'&tence will conguer alf t/fz'njs
- ﬁenjamin iFrank‘fz'n
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Christian Spilker
Subject: Re: Eastern Collier visit
Date: Friday, March 04, 2016 9:05:54 AM

Thank you Chrigtian. I'll giveit alook over!

Ken

On Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 3:32 PM, Christian Spilker <CSpilker@callierenterprises.com>
wrote:

Ken,

A draft agendafor your visit is attached. Please let me know if you want to add or remove
anything.

Thise-mail message isintended only for the individual(s) to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Cassler, Constance; Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Purcell, Adam; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov; Ken Warren
Subject: RE: ECMS HCP - Scoping Meeting

Date: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 8:26:39 AM

Connie and Ken,

Excellent. We are good for Feb 19 —how about 9:30 am? Hopefully finish by noon but if need be we
can continue after lunch.

Thank you,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WwWWw.aecom.com

From: Cassler, Constance [mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 8:14 AM

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth

Cc: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov; Ken Warren
Subject: Re: ECMS HCP - Scoping Meeting

Tom,

| looked at my calendar and Roxanna's and we are both available on the 19th. | would add
Ken Warren, our Public Affairs Specialist, to the meeting. His calendar has availability on
that day too.

Connie

Constance L. Casdler, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casder@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Wed, Feb 10, 2016 at 7:20 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov>
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wrote:
Hey Tom!

| won't speak for everyone but after a quick peak at the calendar more folks have time
available on Friday, the 19th than any other day. Would that day work for everyone?

Ken

On Tue, Feb 9, 2016 at 4:36 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Connie — Thank you for the voicemail and email yesterday introducing Ken. We took the liberty
today to contact Ken and make introductions. Turns out Ken and | are from the same neck of the
woods in Tennessee — we speak the same language.

Ken — Thank you for the discussion today. After the call Adam and | reviewed the checklist of items
that need accomplished prior to having (or even scheduling) the Scoping Meeting. While we are
ready to hit the ground running, we feel that a planning meeting with the Service in Vero would be a
wise and beneficial use of time. In fact, we are hesitant to rely solely on email and phone calls to
plan the Scoping Meeting. This is the largest and most visible project to occur in the region in a long
time and it probably is not a good idea to meet you and the rest of the FWS Team for the first time

at the meeting.

We would like to propose to meet you and other available project staff in Vero next week or the
following week if possible. We are available any day except Feb 23-24. We can share our ideas,
listen to your thoughts, and further plan the meeting format. We will bring drafts of the handout
and PowerPoint presentation for review and discussion. We would like to come away from the
planning meeting knowing that everyone is comfortable with the format of the Scoping Meeting and

that everyone knows their role.
Looking forward to seeing you both soon and meeting you Ken — thanks again,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462

T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587
WwWw.aecom.com

From: Cassler, Constance [mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, February 08, 2016 3:52 PM

To: Pride, Tom
Cc: Christian Spilker; Purcell, Adam; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov; Scott, Vickie; Kenneth Mcdonald
Subject: Re: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting - Revised dates

Hi Tom,

| left you a phone message, but wanted to fill you in on afew things.
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Ken McDonald is now the project biologist for the ECMS HCP. He will be your main point
of contact, but if you can copy metoo that will help me keep up with everything. Kenis
copied on thisemail so you have his address. His phone number is 772-469-4284.

The Salicitor is reviewing the NOI and we are waiting to hear how long the review might
take. The noticeisfor 30 days, and mentions that any requests for reasonable
accommodations be made 7 days prior to the meeting. It is my understanding that we aim for
the public meeting to be in the middle of the public comment period. We have asked the
Solicitor to remove the venue and date in the notice and we will fill it in right beforeiit is sent
to be published since we may use a different venue and don't know the date.

Kenand | will try to call you later in the week to talk more about the public meeting.
Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casser@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Thu, Jan 28, 2016 at 9:27 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:

Connie,

A key question for your counsel in your discussion with them today is specifically how long of a
notice does the Service want to provide in the NOI prior to holding the Scoping Meeting (e.g., 30
days?). The two critical items we need to know for setting the date (and reserving the venue) is: (1)
the date of the NOI publication, and (2) the scoping meeting notice period specified in the NOI.

Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Christian Spilker [mailto:CSpilker@collierenterprises.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 28, 2016 9:20 AM


mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:CSpilker@collierenterprises.com

To: Pride, Tom; Cassler, Constance

Cc: Purcell, Adam; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov
Subject: RE: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting - Revised dates

Can we find another venue? April is ridiculous. How about the UF IFAS center in Immokalee?
Regards,

Vice President of Land Management
Collier Enterprises

2550 Goodlette Rd North, #100
Naples, FI 34103

(239)261-4455

From: Pride, Tom [mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 28, 2016 9:15 AM

To: Cassler, Constance

Cc: Purcell, Adam; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov; Christian Spilker
Subject: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting - Revised dates

Connie,

Available dates for the venue are now April 13 and April 27 (both are Wednesdays). We have put a
provisional reservation on these dates.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Pride, Tom
Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2016 9:14 AM
To: 'Cassler, Constance'

Cc: Purcell, Adam; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov
Subject: RE: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting

Thanks Connie. February 25" and March 3™ are no longer available. March 10t might still be a
possibility and we will check today for future dates in March and April.

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
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AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Cassler, Constance [mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2016 9:04 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov
Subject: Re: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting

Tom,

We have acall with our Regional Office (RO) and the Applicants on Thursday afternoon to
follow-up on acall we had last week. One of the things our RO istrying to find out is when
the Solicitor might be finished reviewing the NOI. | hope we will get that information on
Thursday. | have provided the RO with the potential dates you gave me so they know what
we are shooting for. | can let you know after the phone call what | find out.

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 8:52 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:
Any clues as to when counsel may approve the NOI and it can be published? We have held off

rescheduling the meeting until we have an idea of when the NOI may be published.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Cassler, Constance [mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov]
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Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2016 8:47 AM
To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov
Subject: Re: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting

Hi Tom,

| didn't think about it before, but the NOI provides my email address for providing comments.
From looking at other notices, thisis standard procedure. 1 think it is best to be consistent in
the address we are asking people to use, so we will give out my address at the public
meeting. I'll be responsible for forwarding them to you.

Connie

Constance L. Casdler, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casder@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 7:15 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Connie,
We can invite the county commissioners from both counties — we’ll add them to the list.

Any word on the status of the NOI? Has the Service established an email address to which
commenters can send their comments? As mentioned below, we can establish one but it would not
have the official “...@fws.gov” address. Has the Service’s counsel weighed in on what they prefer?

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWWw.aecom.com

From: Cassler, Constance [mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov]
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Sent: Monday, January 25, 2016 4:45 PM
To: Pride, Tom
Subject: Re: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting

Hi Tom,

| have a suggestion and | have passed this on to a couple of other Service folks to seeif there
are any others. My suggestion is to invite someone from both Lee and Hendry Counties since
they are adjacent to the HCP area.

Thank you,
Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casdler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Wed, Dec 9, 2015 at 3:38 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Connie,

We are proceeding with the planning of the Scoping Meeting for January 26 and need to nail down a
couple of items. First, we will need an address to which people can email their comments. There
are two options for this:

1. The Service provides an email address for receipt of all comments sent by email. The Corps of
Engineers and the U.S. Coast Guard does this for their NEPA studies and it stems from their counsel
saying that the federal agency must be the recipient of the comments. They then pass the
comments on to the consultant for processing. My guess is that the Service has a similar
requirement?

2. We can establish an email address for receipt of all comments; however, it would not be a “...
@fws.gov” address.

Secondly, we need to establish the format of the meeting and the media used —and we need to
decide this before Christmas so that we can get the materials developed, printed, etc. We could
envision something like the following:
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- Welcome/Housekeeping/Introductions (FWS)

- Purpose of the Scoping Meeting (FWS)

- Project Description (PowerPoint) (FWS/AECOM)

- HCP Process and Purpose of the EIS (PowerPoint) (FWS/AECOM)

- Scoping Process and How to Submit Comments (PowerPoint) (FWS/AECOM)

- Closing

We can have brochures printed which can summarize all this and provide instructions on how to
submit comments (email address, mailing address), due dates, etc.

Connie and Christian: Attached is our preliminary list of elected officials, organizations, native tribes,
and state/federal agencies to receive notice of the Scoping Meeting. No doubt there are additional
names that you and Christian may want to add; if both of you can forward those contacts to us we
can expand the list.

Thank you,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Cassler, Constance [mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, November 23, 2015 10:59 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: CSpilker (cspilker@collierenterprises.com); roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov; Purcell, Adam; Scott, Vickie
Subject: Re: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting

Thank you for the update. | am working with our regional office on the NOI.
Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov
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On Thu, Nov 19, 2015 at 3:16 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Connie — we are starting to put together the scoping package and are assembling a list of public
officials and agency representatives to send the scoping package to. We will send you a draft list in
a few days for your review.

Christian — based on the Project Scope, ECPO will supply the electronic maps (GIS or pdf formats) for
use in the Scoping Meeting. We will take the files you send us and produce large-format paper
copies for display at the meeting. I'll send you a list in a few days of the maps we would use at the
meeting — essentially a sub-set of those in the HCP.

Thanks to all,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWWw.aecom.com

From: Cassler, Constance [mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2015 8:25 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov; Purcell, Adam
Subject: Re: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting

Hi Tom,

I'm sending arevised NOI to our regional office this morning. | have one question for our RO
person and it needs to go to the Solicitor. Larry Williamsis going to ask RO to expediteit.
I'll ask how long the notice hast to be in the Federal Register so we know what to target.

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

On Wed, Nov 11, 2015 at 8:22 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:
Connie and Roxanna,
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Areyou available thisweek or early next week to discuss the ECPO HCP EIS project? Isthe
EIS moving forward?

Thank you,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWWw.aecom.com

From: Pride, Tom
Sent: Monday, November 02, 2015 8:13 AM

To: Constance Cassler (Constance Cassler@fws.gov)

Cc: 'roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov'; CSpilker (cspilker@collierenterprises.com); Purcell, Adam
Subject: ECPO HCP EIS Scoping Meeting

Hi Connie,

For the Public Scoping meeting we have reserved the meeting room at the Collier County Ag
Center for Tuesday, January 26, 2016 from 3:00 to 8:00 pm. The actual meeting would be
from 5:00 — 7:00 pm so that would give ustime to set up and take down. As previously
mentioned, we can always change the date/time but we wanted to reserve this date as a
placeholder because available dates were slipping away.

What is the status of the NOI and how many days notice do you want to give in the Federal
Register when publishing the NOI? A 30-day notice would require publication by Christmas,
a45-day notice by Dec 11, and a 60-day notice by Nov 27.

Let me know if there is anything we can provide or assist you with at thistime.
Thank you,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com
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This e-mail message isintended only for the individual (s) to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerj}/ and’- Joer&i&tence will conguer alf tﬂnjw
- Eenjmnz’n ?Fra:nffz'n
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth
To: Halupa, Paula

Cc: Constance Cassler; David Bender; David Shindle
Subject: Re: ECMS HCP Agency meeting
Date: Friday, April 22, 2016 7:54:58 AM

Sure. Give me afew minutes, I'm touching it up now.

On Fri, Apr 22, 2016 at 7:47 AM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
can you please send the powerpoint or any slides? or tell me where they are on the server

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Fri, Apr 22, 2016 at 7:36 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov>
wrote:

Therewe go (I had to learn from Kristin what the office conference line info was). The toll
free number is 866-860-9882, participate passcode 7003251. | presume yourself and
David will be potentialy the only people on the line. Just a programming note: the
material we'll be discussing today will be deliberative and only open to Service personnel,
so please don't share the conference line information with anyone else.

Thanks,
Ken
On Fri, Apr 22, 2016 at 7:07 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov>
wrote:
Do you perchance know who the others are so | can reach out to them?
On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 6:31 PM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
If you get the call-in info out tomorrow morning, | will call-in. Others might like to
have that opportunity to participate al so.
| lost alot of time earlier this week on this, so hopefully you can make it happen.

thank you
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Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 2:27 PM, Mcdonald, Kenneth
<kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov> wrote:

L et me check. We're going to be in the Annex Large Conference Room. If you know
the number you can call in, or | can call you. You'd be the only one on there,

though

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 2:22 PM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
Isthere acall-in # or web-ex info for tomorrow's meeting? It is my flex day, but |

hope to be able to call-in.

Paula J. Halupa
Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Halupa, Paula <paula_halu fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 20, 2016 at 3:13 PM

Subject: Fwd: ECM S HCP Agency meeting

To: Kenneth Mcdonald <kenneth _mcdona d@fws.gov>

Hi Ken,
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| am not sureif | will be able to participate on Friday. | will try.
Can you please provide call-in or web-ex info?

Thanks,
-Paula

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Casser, Constance <constance cassler@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 20, 2016 at 1:57 PM

Subject: Fwd: ECM S HCP Agency meeting

To: FW4 Vero Beach SFFO <fw4 _vero beach sffo@fws.gov>

Hi Everyone,

| am forwarding Ken's message because | want to make sure we don't miss someone we are not aware
of who tried to get on the webinar and could not due to the wrong weblink in the calendar invite. |
also want to add my apology. We thought we had updated the invite with the correct we address, but
had not. | know how valuable timeisfor everyone and regret that our error caused any of you to
waste valuable time. Please see Ken's message for information about how you can see the recording
of the public meeting that occurred on 4/12. Thisisthe same location where the recording of
yesterday's meeting will be posted when it is available. The HCP is also on this website, and |

would recommend pointing anyone outside the Service who isinterested in seeing the HCP to this
website so we can cut down on the number of documents we have to supply.

We value your opinion and would like your input. Ken has set up a meeting on Friday at 9 for those
who are available. Let Ken know if you need a call-in number or webex. AsKen stated, there will
be other opportunities to comment if you aren't available on Friday. Please don't forget about the
Google Doc version we sent out in February in which you can enter comments directly whenever
you havetime.

Please let Ken or me know if you have questions.

Thank you,
Connie
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Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casser@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: M cdonald, Kenneth <kenneth _mcdonal d@fws.gov>

Date: Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 12:45 PM

Subject: Re: ECMS HCP Agency meeting

To: "Thomas, Daryl" <daryl thomas@fws.gov>

Cc: "Halupa, Paula" <paula_halupa@fws.gov>, "Cassler, Constance"
<constance casser@fws.gov>, Heather Tipton <heather_tipton@fws.gov>,
David Bender <david_bender@fws.gov>, David Shindle
<david_shindle@fws.gov>, Timothy Breen <timothy breen@fws.gov>, Kim

Dryden <Kim_dryden@fws.gov>

Hello all,

A full recording of today's meeting will be available
at http://easterncollierhcpeis.com/ in 2-3 days.

You can also find al of the materials we have regarding the HCP posted there, as
well.

| apologize for the incorrect login information being on the calender...the change
was recent, due to the unexpected loss of a contractor. We scrambled to get out
the change in mail and on the website to non-Service agencies and individuals.

For the most part we succeeded in reaching the target audience that is the subject
of Scoping. Third parties, local officials, state officials, and members of federal
agencies outside of the Service managed the migration. In all we had ~30
participants from these entities. I'm glad we were able to capture their comments.

I remind everyone we are at the beginning of the process of reviewing this HCP,
rather than the end. Thisis aprocessthat will likely take 2 years to complete so
there will be no shortage of opportunity for each of you to discussthe HCPin
detail and take an active role in the review. That said, we are looking to have an
informal discussion on Friday for those available and interested. We're working
up theinvites for that, now.

Ken
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On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 11:15 AM, Thomas, Daryl <daryl_thomas@fws.gov>
wrote:
Connie,

David Shindle, Kim Dryden, and | had the same experience. Please also
forward the recording to us.

Thanks,

Daryl Thomas

Fish and Wildlife Biologist/Refuge Liaison

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service/Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge
12085 State Road 29S.

Immokalee, Florida 34142

Office: (239) 657-8015

Cell: (772) 532-8965

Fax: (239) 657-8002

daryl_thomas@fws.gov

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Halupa, Paula <paula_hal upa@fws.gov>
wrote:
Hi Connie,

The information that | had to call in to the meeting was not correct. | missed
the first 30-40 minutes.

| know that several others also could not get into the meeting, including Les
Alderman. | saw that the meeting was being recorded. Can you please share
the recorded portion? | would like to see and hear what was presented.

When is the deadline for providing input into this process?

Thank you,
-Paula

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov
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NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:09 AM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov>
wrote:
i caledin, but it seems like the meeting hasn't started yet?

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 8:58 AM, Cassler, Constance
<constance _cassler@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Everyone,

For those of you wanting to veiw the ECMS HCP Agency meeting, | have reserved the
Annex Large conference room. The meeting starts at 10:00.

Connie

Constance L. Cassler, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerj}/ and- (perm’&tence will conquer aff tﬂnjw

- »Z;enjamz'n ?nmk-fin

- ﬁenjamz’n ?F‘rankdfz'n

- ﬁenjamin ;F‘rankdfz'n
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonad

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerj}/ and Jaeren'eftence will congquer aff tﬁ;’njw

- aZ;enjamz'n ?nmffin

- ﬁenjamz'n ?nmfﬁ'n
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From: Halupa, Paula

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Constance Cassler; David Bender
Subject: Re: ECMS HCP Agency meeting
Date: Friday, April 22, 2016 7:41:37 AM

No. | am thinking that it would be the others who responded 'maybe’ and the other 34 people
who fall into the category of '‘Awaiting' on the calendar.

| know that Heather, Kim, Daryl, Dave Shindle, myself and a few outsiders (at a minimum)
could not call-in or see the meeting earlier this week, which was very frustrating for all
involved.

| think it would be easiest to just send the call-in information and powerpoint out to all.

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Fri, Apr 22, 2016 at 7:07 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdona d@fws.gov> wrote:
Do you perchance know who the others are so | can reach out to them?

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 6:31 PM, Halupa, Paula <paula_hal upa@fws.gov> wrote:
If you get the call-in info out tomorrow morning, | will call-in. Others might like to have
that opportunity to participate also.

| lost alot of time earlier this week on this, so hopefully you can make it happen.
thank you

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)
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cell: 772-538-7467
email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 2:27 PM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov>
wrote:
L et me check. We're going to be in the Annex Large Conference Room. If you know the
number you can call in, or | can call you. You'd be the only one on there, though

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 2:22 PM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
Isthere acall-in # or web-ex info for tomorrow's meeting? Itismy flex day, but |
hope to be able to cal-in.

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Halupa, Paula <paula halu fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 20, 2016 at 3:13 PM

Subject: Fwd: ECM S HCP Agency meeting
To: Kenneth Mcdonald <kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov>

Hi Ken,
I am not sureif | will be able to participate on Friday. | will try.

Can you please provide call-in or web-ex info?

Thanks,
-Paula

Paula J. Halupa
Biologist
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Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Casser, Constance <constance cassler@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 20, 2016 at 1:57 PM

Subject: Fwd: ECMS HCP Agency meeting

To: FW4 Vero Beach SFFO <fw4_vero beach_sffo@fws.gov>

Hi Everyone,

I am forwarding Ken's message because | want to make sure we don't miss someone we are not aware of
who tried to get on the webinar and could not due to the wrong weblink in the calendar invite. | also want
to add my apology. We thought we had updated the invite with the correct we address, but had not. |
know how valuable time isfor everyone and regret that our error caused any of you to waste valuable
time. Please see Ken's message for information about how you can see the recording of the public
meeting that occurred on 4/12. Thisis the same location where the recording of yesterday's meeting will
be posted when it isavailable. The HCP is also on this website, and | would recommend pointing anyone
outside the Service who isinterested in seeing the HCP to this website so we can cut down on the number
of documents we have to supply.

We value your opinion and would like your input. Ken has set up a meeting on Friday at 9 for those who
areavailable. Let Ken know if you need a call-in number or webex. AsKen stated, there will be other
opportunities to comment if you aren't available on Friday. Please don't forget about the Google Doc
version we sent out in February in which you can enter comments directly whenever you have time.

Please let Ken or me know if you have questions.

Thank you,
Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
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received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov>

Date: Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 12:45 PM

Subject: Re: ECMS HCP Agency meeting

To: "Thomas, Daryl" <daryl thomas@fws.gov>

Cc: "Halupa, Paula’ <paula_halu fws.gov>, "Cassler, Constance"

<constance cassler@fws.gov>, Heather Tipton <heather_tipton@fws.gov>, David
Bender <david_bender@fws.gov>, David Shindle <david_shindle@fws.gov>,
Timothy Breen <timothy breen@fws.gov>, Kim Dryden <Kim_dryden@fws.gov>

Hello dl,

A full recording of today's meeting will be available at http://easterncallierhcpeis.com/
in 2-3 days.

You can aso find al of the materials we have regarding the HCP posted there, as
well.

| apologize for the incorrect login information being on the calender...the change was
recent, due to the unexpected loss of a contractor. We scrambled to get out the change
in mail and on the website to non-Service agencies and individuals.

For the most part we succeeded in reaching the target audience that is the subject of
Scoping. Third parties, local officials, state officials, and members of federal agencies
outside of the Service managed the migration. In all we had ~30 participants from
these entities. I'm glad we were able to capture their comments.

| remind everyone we are at the beginning of the process of reviewing this HCP,
rather than the end. Thisis a process that will likely take 2 years to complete so there
will be no shortage of opportunity for each of you to discuss the HCP in detail and
take an activerole in the review. That said, we are looking to have an informal
discussion on Friday for those available and interested. We're working up the invites
for that, now.

Ken

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 11:15 AM, Thomas, Daryl <daryl thomas@fws.gov> wrote:
Connie,

David Shindle, Kim Dryden, and | had the same experience. Please also forward the
recording to us.

Thanks,
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Daryl Thomas

Fish and Wildlife Biologist/Refuge Liaison

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service/Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge
12085 State Road 29S.

Immokalee, Florida 34142

Office: (239) 657-8015

Cell: (772) 532-8965

Fax: (239) 657-8002

daryl_thomas@fws.gov

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Connie,

The information that | had to call in to the meeting was not correct. | missed the
first 30-40 minutes.

I know that several others also could not get into the meeting, including Les
Alderman. | saw that the meeting was being recorded. Can you please share the
recorded portion? | would like to see and hear what was presented.

When is the deadline for providing input into this process?

Thank you,
-Paula

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:09 AM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halu fws.gov>
wrote:
I called in, but it seemslike the meeting hasn't started yet?

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 8:58 AM, Cassler, Constance
<constance cassler@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Everyone,

For those of you wanting to veiw the ECMS HCP Agency meeting, | have reserved the Annex
Large conference room. The meeting starts at 10:00.

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fne;yy and- Joerm'a"tence will conquer af tﬂnjs
- ﬁenjamz’n ank‘fin


mailto:paula_halupa@fws.gov
mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov
mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerj}/ and- Jaer&'&tence will conguer alf t/fz'njef

- ﬁenjamin iFrank‘fz'n

- mgenjamin ianEfz’n
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From: Dryden, Kim

To: Cassler, Constance

Cc: EW4 Vero Beach SFFO

Subject: Re: ECMS HCP Agency meeting

Date: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 2:19:11 PM

Connie and Ken - | know | had Florida Forestry from Naples and BICY folks that tried to
participate. | forwarded them the link of the recording. THANKS.

On Wed, Apr 20, 2016 at 1:57 PM, Cassler, Constance <constance cassler@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Everyone,

I am forwarding Ken's message because | want to make sure we don't miss someone we are not aware of who
tried to get on the webinar and could not due to the wrong weblink in the calendar invite. | also want to add my
apology. We thought we had updated the invite with the correct we address, but had not. | know how valuable
timeisfor everyone and regret that our error caused any of you to waste valuable time. Please see Ken's message
for information about how you can see the recording of the public meeting that occurred on 4/12. Thisisthe
same location where the recording of yesterday's meeting will be posted when it isavailable. The HCPisalso on
this website, and | would recommend pointing anyone outside the Service who is interested in seeing the HCP to
this website so we can cut down on the number of documents we have to supply.

We value your opinion and would like your input. Ken has set up a meeting on Friday at 9 for those who are
available. Let Ken know if you need a call-in number or webex. AsKen stated, there will be other opportunities
to comment if you aren't available on Friday. Please don't forget about the Google Doc version we sent out in
February in which you can enter comments directly whenever you have time.

Please let Ken or me know if you have questions.

Thank you,
Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov>

Date: Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 12:45 PM

Subject: Re: ECM S HCP Agency meeting

To: "Thomas, Daryl" <daryl_thom fws.gov>

Cc: "Halupa, Paula" <paula_halu fws.gov>, "Cassler, Constance”

<constance casser@fws.gov>, Heather Tipton <heather_tipton@fws.gov>, David Bender

<david_bender@fws.gov>, David Shindle <david_shindle@fws.gov>, Timothy Breen
<timothy breen@fws.gov>, Kim Dryden <Kim_dryden@fws.gov>
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Hello al,

A full recording of today's meeting will be available at http://easterncollierhcpeis.com/ in 2-
3 days.

You can aso find al of the materials we have regarding the HCP posted there, as well.

| apologize for the incorrect login information being on the calender...the change was recent,
due to the unexpected loss of a contractor. We scrambled to get out the change in mail and
on the website to non-Service agencies and individuals.

For the most part we succeeded in reaching the target audience that is the subject of
Scoping. Third parties, local officials, state officials, and members of federal agencies
outside of the Service managed the migration. In all we had ~30 participants from these
entities. I'm glad we were able to capture their comments.

| remind everyone we are at the beginning of the process of reviewing this HCP, rather than
theend. Thisisaprocess that will likely take 2 years to complete so there will be no
shortage of opportunity for each of you to discuss the HCP in detail and take an activerole
in the review. That said, we are looking to have an informal discussion on Friday for those
available and interested. We're working up the invites for that, now.

Ken

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 11:15 AM, Thomas, Daryl <daryl_thomas@fws.gov> wrote:
Connie,

David Shindle, Kim Dryden, and | had the same experience. Please also forward the
recording to us.

Thanks,

Daryl Thomas

Fish and Wildlife Biologist/Refuge Liaison

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service/Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge
12085 State Road 29S.

Immokalee, Florida 34142

Office: (239) 657-8015

Cell: (772) 532-8965

Fax: (239) 657-8002

daryl _thomas@fws.gov

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Connie,

The information that | had to call in to the meeting was not correct. | missed the first
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30-40 minutes.

I know that several others also could not get into the meeting, including Les Alderman.
| saw that the meeting was being recorded. Can you please share the recorded portion?
| would like to see and hear what was presented.

When is the deadline for providing input into this process?

Thank you,
-Paula

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:09 AM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
i called in, but it seems like the meeting hasn't started yet?

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All emalil correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 8:58 AM, Cassler, Constance <constance cassler@fws.gov>

wrote:
Hi Everyone,
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For those of you wanting to veiw the ECMS HCP Agency meeting, | have reserved the Annex Large

conference room. The meeting starts at 10:00.
Connie

Constance L. Cassler, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casser@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fne{z}/ and- Joerm'&tence will conguer afl tﬂnjs

Kim Dryden

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Florida Panther and Ten Thousand Islands National Wildlife Refuge
12085 State Road 29S

Immokalee, FL 34142

CELL PHONE: (USE FIRST) 772-532-5614

Office Phone: 239-657-8016 Office FAX: 239-657-8002

- Eenjamz’n ?anffz’n


mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth
To: Halupa, Paula

Cc: Constance Cassler; David Bender; David Shindle
Subject: Re: ECMS HCP Agency meeting
Date: Friday, April 22, 2016 8:10:56 AM

The path to the powerpoint is:

L:\Trust Resources\HCP\County Collier\E Collier Multispecies HCP
(2008FA0786)\Deliberative\Project Overview.pptm

On Fri, Apr 22, 2016 at 7:47 AM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
can you please send the powerpoint or any slides? or tell me where they are on the server

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Fri, Apr 22, 2016 at 7:36 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov>
wrote:

Therewe go (I had to learn from Kristin what the office conference line info was). The toll
free number is 866-860-9882, participate passcode 7003251. | presume yourself and
David will be potentially the only people on the line. Just a programming note: the
material we'll be discussing today will be deliberative and only open to Service personnel,
so please don't share the conference line information with anyone else.

Thanks,
Ken

On Fri, Apr 22, 2016 at 7:07 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov>
wrote:
Do you perchance know who the others are so | can reach out to them?

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 6:31 PM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
If you get the call-in info out tomorrow morning, | will call-in. Others might like to
have that opportunity to participate al so.

| lost alot of time earlier this week on this, so hopefully you can make it happen.
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thank you

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 2:27 PM, Mcdonald, Kenneth
<kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov> wrote:

L et me check. We're going to be in the Annex Large Conference Room. If you know
the number you can call in, or | can call you. You'd be the only one on there,
though

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 2:22 PM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov> wrote:
Isthere acall-in # or web-ex info for tomorrow's meeting? It is my flex day, but |
hope to be ableto call-in.

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Halupa, Paula <paula_halu fws.gov>

Date: Wed, Apr 20, 2016 at 3:13 PM

Subject: Fwd: ECM S HCP Agency meeting

To: Kenneth Mcdonald <kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov>
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Hi Ken,
I am not sureif | will be able to participate on Friday. | will try.
Can you please provide call-in or web-ex info?

Thanks,
-Paula

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Casder, Constance <constance cassler@fws.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 20, 2016 at 1:.57 PM

Subject: Fwd: ECM S HCP Agency meeting

To: FW4 Vero Beach SFFO <fw4 _vero beach_sffo@fws.gov>

Hi Everyone,

I am forwarding Ken's message because | want to make sure we don't miss someone we are not aware
of who tried to get on the webinar and could not due to the wrong weblink in the calendar invite. |
also want to add my apology. We thought we had updated the invite with the correct we address, but
had not. | know how valuable timeisfor everyone and regret that our error caused any of you to
waste valuable time. Please see Ken's message for information about how you can see the recording
of the public meeting that occurred on 4/12. Thisisthe same location where the recording of
yesterday's meeting will be posted when it is available. The HCP is also on this website, and |

would recommend pointing anyone outside the Service who isinterested in seeing the HCP to this
website so we can cut down on the number of documents we have to supply.

We value your opinion and would like your input. Ken has set up a meeting on Friday at 9 for those
who are available. Let Ken know if you need a call-in number or webex. AsKen stated, there will
be other opportunities to comment if you aren't available on Friday. Please don't forget about the
Google Doc version we sent out in February in which you can enter comments directly whenever
you havetime.

Please et Ken or me know if you have questions.
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Thank you,
Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casser@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: M cdonald, Kenneth <kenneth _mcdonal d@fws.gov>

Date: Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 12:45 PM

Subject: Re: ECMS HCP Agency meeting

To: "Thomas, Daryl" <daryl thomas@fws.gov>

Cc: "Halupa, Paula’ <paula_halupa@fws.gov>, "Casder, Constance"
<constance casser@fws.gov>, Heather Tipton <heather_tipton@fws.gov>,
David Bender <david_bender@fws.gov>, David Shindle
<david_shindle@fws.gov>, Timothy Breen <timothy breen@fws.gov>, Kim

Dryden <Kim_dryden@fws.gov>

Hello all,

A full recording of today's meeting will be available
at http://easterncollierhcpeis.com/ in 2-3 days.

You can also find al of the materials we have regarding the HCP posted there, as
well.

| apologize for the incorrect login information being on the calender...the change
was recent, due to the unexpected loss of a contractor. We scrambled to get out
the change in mail and on the website to non-Service agencies and individuals.

For the most part we succeeded in reaching the target audience that is the subject
of Scoping. Third parties, local officials, state officials, and members of federal
agencies outside of the Service managed the migration. In all we had ~30
participants from these entities. I'm glad we were able to capture their comments.

I remind everyone we are at the beginning of the process of reviewing this HCP,
rather than the end. Thisis aprocessthat will likely take 2 years to complete so
there will be no shortage of opportunity for each of you to discussthe HCPin
detail and take an active role in the review. That said, we are looking to have an
informal discussion on Friday for those available and interested. We're working
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up theinvites for that, now.
Ken

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 11:15 AM, Thomas, Daryl <daryl thomas@fws.gov>
wrote:
Connie,

David Shindle, Kim Dryden, and | had the same experience. Please also
forward the recording to us.

Thanks,

Daryl Thomas

Fish and Wildlife Biologist/Refuge Liaison

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service/Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge
12085 State Road 29S.

Immokalee, Florida 34142

Office: (239) 657-8015

Cell: (772) 532-8965

Fax: (239) 657-8002

daryl _thomas@fws.gov

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Halupa, Paula<paula_halu fws.gov>
wrote:
Hi Connie,

The information that | had to call in to the meeting was not correct. | missed
the first 30-40 minutes.

| know that several others also could not get into the meeting, including Les
Alderman. | saw that the meeting was being recorded. Can you please share
the recorded portion? | would like to see and hear what was presented.

When is the deadline for providing input into this process?

Thank you,
-Paula

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)
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cell: 772-538-7467
email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:09 AM, Halupa, Paula <paula_halupa@fws.gov>
wrote:
i called in, but it seems like the meeting hasn't started yet?

Paula J. Halupa

Biologist

Listing, Candidate Conservation, and Recovery
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

ph: 772-562-3909 (x257)

cell: 772-538-7467

email: paula_halupa@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 8:58 AM, Cassler, Constance
<constance cassler@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Everyone,

For those of you wanting to veiw the ECMS HCP Agency meeting, | have reserved the
Annex Large conference room. The meeting starts at 10:00.

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casser@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerj}/ and - fem*t'stence will conguer afl t/ﬁ'nys
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonad

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerj}/ and Jaeren'eftence will congquer aff tﬁ;’njw
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP - Draft PowerPoint Presentation
Date: Friday, March 18, 2016 1:52:57 PM

Can we revise the following bullets:

o Policy that protects federally-listed threatened and endangered species

» Section 9 of the ESA prohibits the “take” of alisted species

e The Service may issue permits to authorize an “incidental take” of alisted species under
Section 10(a) of the ESA.

e “Incidental Takes’ are regulated through Section 10(a) of the ESA

To read:

» Law that protects and promotes the recovery of federally-listed threatened and
endangered species
e The Service may issue permits to non-federal parties through processes described in

Section 10 of the ESA
« "Incidental take" isthe unintended take that may occur as a consequence of engaging in
an otherwise lawful activity

Can we also revise the following bullets:
HCPs are planning documents required as part of an application for an incidental take permit.

They describe the anticipated effects of the proposed taking; how those impacts will be
minimized, or mitigated; and how the HCP is to be funded.

To read:
HCPs are planning documents required as part of an application for an incidental take permit.
HCPs describe the action and how it may result in incidental take of federally listed

threatened and endangered speceis; and how potentially adverse effects will be avoided,
minimized, or mitigated by the applicant.

Also, the applicants may be adding two other speciesto the list to be analyzed. I'm waiting to
hear back about which ones, exactly.

Ken
On Mon, Mar 14, 2016 at 3:05 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

Attached for your review is a pdf of the draft PowerPoint presentation for the Scoping
Meeting. Let me know if you have any trouble with the file and we look forward to your
comments.
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See you tomorrow.
Thanks,

Tom

Kenneth McDonad

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam; Constance Cassler (Constance Cassler@fws.gov)
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Agency Invitations

Date: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 7:24:06 AM

The only thing | caught on the invitation letter was the time says 6pm, but the NOI went out
saying 5pm. Also, do you need me to get the addresses for the landowners?

I'll check into getting the letterhead. Thank you!
Ken

On Mon, Mar 21, 2016 at 6:21 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:

Ken,

Attached for your review is a draft of the Invitation Letter for the online inter-agency
scoping meeting. Also attached isthe mailing list for this letter —we have expanded it quite
abit since you and Connie last saw it.

Once we know the publication date of the NOI, we can populate the deadline date for
receiving comments. We will then print the letter on USFWS letterhead (can you supply us
with an electronic template of your letterhead?) and mail it to everyone on the mailing list.

Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:adam.purcell@aecom.com
mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/

Kenneth McDonad

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Cassler, Constance

Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Draft NOI

Date: Wednesday, March 02, 2016 9:24:59 AM
Roger that!

OnWed, Mar 2, 2016 at 9:17 AM, Cassler, Constance <constance cassler@fws.gov> wrote:

Ken,

| have sent it to them before. I'm not clear wherethelineis, but | fell as though they work for us and they need
the information to do their work.

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

OnWed, Mar 2, 2016 at 9:15 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth _mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
Can we send them a draft of the NOI? | didn't want to send it outside of the Service
without first knowing we can.

Ken

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com>

Date: Tue, Mar 1, 2016 at 9:28 AM

Subject: ECMSHCP Draft NOI

To: "Kenneth Mcdonald (kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov)" <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
Cc: "Purcell, Adam" <adam.purcell @aecom.com>

Ken,

Is there any chance you can send us the Draft NOI asiit currently stands? We know there
may be some tweaks later but we need to start word-smithing the brochure and letters and
we want the wording to match the NOI as closely as possible.
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Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWw.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Warren, Ken

Cc: Pride, Tom; Constance Cassler (Constance_Cassler@fws.gov); LeeAnn Kelso
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP EIS Draft Website

Date: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 12:24:39 PM

Conceptually that's been floated but | don't think that has been put forward as a serious idea.
We could do that, but we should probably meet and discuss whether we should do that.

Ken

On Tue, Mar 22, 2016 at 12:21 PM, Warren, Ken <ken_warren@fws.gov> wrote:
One question from our webmaster (LeeAnn Kelso): Will any of thissite will eventually link to the FTP

site that the admin record is being built on?

On Tue, Mar 22, 2016 at 12:08 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Thanks everyone!

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

From: Warren, Ken [mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 12:03 PM

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth

Cc: Pride, Tom; Constance Cassler (Constance_Cassler@fws.gov)
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP EIS Draft Website

Concur. Solid start. Good thing about web sites: they can be continually updated/changed
as needed.
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On Tue, Mar 22, 2016 at 11:43 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:

I'm no expert at web design but asauser | find this fantastic, well laid out, and easy to
navigate.

On Tue, Mar 22, 2016 at 11:.02 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:

Connie, Ken and Ken,

Hereisthe link to the draft website for the Eastern Collier EIS:

http://easterncollierhcpeis.com/

The password is collier*2016

We will also be adding some graphics (project location, etc.) but wanted to get this basic
layout to you for review.

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWWw.aecom.com
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Kenneth McDonald
Fish & Wildlife Biologist
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office

1339 20th Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov

fney] and’; Jaenn'&tence will conguer afl t/finja

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

- »Eenjamin ?nmkdfin

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any

college or professional degree.” - Marian Wright Edelman
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Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree." - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO



Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Purcell, Adam

Subject: RE: ECMSHCP EIS Website Content
Date: Monday, March 21, 2016 12:28:53 PM

Thanks for the quick review Ken! Yes, both the website and the brochure will also be available in
Spanish. We were not planning to have a Spanish version of the PowerPoint since that will be
presented live. Showing two different versions of the PowerPoint at the same time could be
problematic; however, we will have a Spanish interpreter at the public meeting. Let me know if you
see any issues with this approach.

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 21, 2016 12:21 PM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam

Subject: Re: ECMSHCP EIS Website Content

| just looked over it and like everything that | see. Just to make sure, we're also providing that
same content in Spanish, correct? We've had afew folks call to check on our outreach efforts
and that's become something of an item they're all focusing on. If so, we might want some of
the folks in our office who are fluent in Spanish review the parallel Spanish-language content
for accuracy.

Also, has David Dell got back to you with a copy of the final NOI set to be sent out? |
forwarded your inquiry earlier and didn't know if he'd responded directly to you and forgot to
CC me or not.

Thanks,
Ken

On Mon, Mar 21, 2016 at 12:06 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:
Ken,

We are making the edits that you gave us on the brochure and PowerPoint presentation.
Meanwhile, attached is the draft content for the project website for your review. Once we
integrate this into the website we will send you a password to the website. The website will
be password protected until the day the NOI is published, then we will remove the password
protection and it will be availableto all. Sound good?
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Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam

Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Field Review

Date: Thursday, March 10, 2016 11:35:09 AM

Hi Tom. In order the answers are:

1) Yesitis, though I don't know where we're meeting now that the aerial survey is out.
2) Let me check with Christian.

3)Not yet.

4)Not at thistime

Ken

On Thu, Mar 10, 2016 at 11:28 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken — questions and other items of note:

1) Isthefield review still on for next Wednesday (March 16)? Attendees from our side
would be me, Adam Purcell, Jeff Pardue (from our subcontractor BDA), and possibly one
of our staff scientists (if you don’t think it would be too many).

2) The NOI states there are nine (9) landowners, whereas the HCP says ten (10). | know
Half Circle L Ranch wasin limbo — do you know the status of Half Circle L and whether

they are part of the HCP now or not?

3) Isthereadate yet for the anticipated publication of the NOI in the FR? We are
preparing the draft of Invitation letter and wanted to be able to state the NOI publication
date. If wedon't haveit we can leaveit out.

4) Pursuant to our earlier emails, the NOI will state that instructions for logging in to the
online public meeting (for the meeting in Naples) will be posted on the website.

5) Isthere any other information you need from us at thistime?

Thanks,
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Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth

Cc: Purcell, Adam

Subject: RE: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Date: Friday, March 11, 2016 9:55:36 AM

Excellent — thanks Ken. We’'ll see you Tuesday morning down south.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

Www.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 9:42 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Hi Tom,

| just forwarded you Christian's response to my questions yesterday about timing etc.
(remember the site visit is the 15th now instead of the 16th!). Also, great timeline! I'm going
to forward that on to afew folks so they know what's going on, as well.

Ken

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:
Ken,

Any details yet on what time and where to meet for next Tuesday’sfield visit? Also, hereis
our target schedule for some of the items related to the Scoping Meetings:

- March 14: Send you adraft of the agency/elected officialS“NGOs invitation letter, draft of
the PowerPoint Presentation, and draft of the brochure for your review

- March 21: Send you adraft of the project website content for your review

- March 25: Deadline for finalizing website content and making website live (available to
the public)

- March 28: Send draft display boards (for Scoping Meeting) to you for review (via pdf)

- March 28: Print the agency/elected official NGOs invitation letter on USFWS letterhead
(you provide us the |etterhead via electronic file and we do the printing)

- March 29: Publish the NOI in the Federal Register and mail the agency/elected
officialS'NGO invitation letter
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- April 5: Print the display boards
- April 12: Public Scoping Meeting in Naples

- April 14: Online Agency/elected officials Scoping Meeting

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWWw.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Jeff Pardue; Purcell, Adam; Greene, Michelle
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Date: Friday, March 11, 2016 10:02:46 AM

The 19th will be good for the agency meetings but I'll have to talk to the RO about moving
any comment deadlines. It's possible that won't be a problem, or it's possible they'll put their
foot down on usand say "it remainsasit is".

Ken

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:58 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

Let’s shoot for April 19 (a Tuesday) for the agency online meeting (10:00 am). Our experience
shows that Mondays and Fridays are bad days for agency meetings. As a result of moving the
meeting, the deadline for submission of comments should be extended a week also.

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 9:54 AM

To: Pride, Tom
Cc: Jeff Pardue; Purcell, Adam
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Scratch my last email about the 15th - the major agency initiative overlaps that day, as well.
It looks to me like we might have to move the agency webex to the following week in
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April.

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

Any details yet on what time and where to meet for next Tuesday’sfield visit? Also, hereis
our target schedule for some of the items related to the Scoping Meetings:

- March 14: Send you adraft of the agency/elected official NGOs invitation letter, draft
of the PowerPoint Presentation, and draft of the brochure for your review

- March 21: Send you adraft of the project website content for your review

- March 25: Deadline for finalizing website content and making website live (available
to the public)

- March 28: Send draft display boards (for Scoping Meeting) to you for review (via pdf)

- March 28: Print the agency/elected officialNGOs invitation letter on USFWS
letterhead (you provide us the letterhead via el ectronic file and we do the printing)

- March 29: Publish the NOI in the Federal Register and mail the agency/elected
officia NGO invitation letter

- April 5: Print the display boards
- April 12: Public Scoping Meeting in Naples

- April 14: Online Agency/elected officials Scoping Meeting

Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com
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AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald
Fish & Wildlife Biologist
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office

1339 20th Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Hinzman, Roxanna

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Field Visit
Date: Friday, March 11, 2016 9:58:58 AM

Can you please send me calendar invites for the things you think I need to
be involved with? Even if they are still TBD. That way they get on my
calendar.

Thanks Ken!

Rox

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288

roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:55 AM, Mcdonad, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov> wrote:
I'm working with Tom to move the Agency webex to the week after. The SCRIM is pretty
high priority and we don't need to mess with that at all.

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:47 AM, Hinzman, Roxanna <roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov> wrote:
I just went to make sure this was on my calendar - and see we have
that date on hold for SCRIM. Need to make sure we don't conflict.

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288

roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov
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NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:42 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>
wrote:
FY1 ontimelines

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:24 AM

Subject: ECMSHCP Field Visit

To: "Kenneth Mcdonald (kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov)"

<kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov>
Cc: Jeff Pardue <jpardue@bda-inc.com>, "Purcell, Adam"

<adam.purcell @aecom.com>

Ken,

Any details yet on what time and where to meet for next Tuesday’sfield visit? Also,
here is our target schedule for some of the items related to the Scoping Meetings:

- March 14: Send you adraft of the agency/elected officia S“NGOs invitation letter,
draft of the PowerPoint Presentation, and draft of the brochure for your review

- March 21: Send you adraft of the project website content for your review

- March 25: Deadline for finalizing website content and making website live
(available to the public)

- March 28: Send draft display boards (for Scoping Meeting) to you for review (via
ppdf)

- March 28: Print the agency/elected official NGOs invitation letter on USFWS
letterhead (you provide us the letterhead via electronic file and we do the printing)

- March 29: Publish the NOI in the Federal Register and mail the agency/elected
official NGO invitation letter

- April 5: Print the display boards
- April 12: Public Scoping Meeting in Naples

- April 14: Online Agency/elected officials Scoping Meeting
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Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonad

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
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From: Dell, David

To: Hinzman, Roxanna; Constance Cassler; Kenneth Mcdonald
Cc: Robert Tawes

Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Date: Friday, March 11, 2016 9:56:08 AM

Everyone: | won't make this trip, but keep Rob in the loop on East Collier visits. Hewould
like to seethisarea. Thanks.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:47 AM, Hinzman, Roxanna <roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov> wrote:
I just went to make sure this was on my calendar - and see we have that
date on hold for SCRIM. Need to make sure we don't conflict.

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288
roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:42 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
FY1 on timelines

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:24 AM
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Subject: ECMSHCP Field Visit
To: "Kenneth Mcdonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov)" <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
Cc: Jeff Pardue <jpardue@bda-inc.com>, "Purcell, Adam" <adam.purcell @aecom.com>

Ken,

Any details yet on what time and where to meet for next Tuesday’sfield visit? Also, here
isour target schedule for some of the items related to the Scoping Meetings.

- March 14: Send you adraft of the agency/elected officialSsNGOs invitation |l etter,
draft of the PowerPoint Presentation, and draft of the brochure for your review

- March 21: Send you adraft of the project website content for your review

- March 25: Deadline for finalizing website content and making website live (available
to the public)

- March 28: Send draft display boards (for Scoping Meeting) to you for review (via
jpdf)

- March 28: Print the agency/elected official YNGOs invitation letter on USFWS
letterhead (you provide us the letterhead via electronic file and we do the printing)

- March 29: Publish the NOI in the Federal Register and mail the agency/elected
officialyNGO invitation |etter

- April 5: Print the display boards
- April 12: Public Scoping Meeting in Naples

- April 14: Online Agency/elected officials Scoping Meeting

Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com
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AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
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Wwww.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Jeff Pardue; Purcell, Adam
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Date: Friday, March 11, 2016 9:52:21 AM
Hey Tom,

Roxanne just pointed out we have amajor project meeting scheduled for the 14th. Isit
possible for us to bounce the agency meetings to the 15th?

Ken
On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:

Ken,

Any details yet on what time and where to meet for next Tuesday’ sfield visit? Also, hereis
our target schedule for some of the items related to the Scoping Meetings:

- March 14: Send you adraft of the agency/elected official NGOs invitation letter, draft
of the PowerPoint Presentation, and draft of the brochure for your review

- March 21: Send you adraft of the project website content for your review

- March 25: Deadline for finalizing website content and making website live (available
to the public)

- March 28: Send draft display boards (for Scoping Meeting) to you for review (via pdf)

- March 28: Print the agency/elected officia SNGOs invitation letter on USFWS
letterhead (you provide us the |etterhead via electronic file and we do the printing)

- March 29: Publish the NOI in the Federal Register and mail the agency/elected
officidd NGO invitation letter

- April 5: Print the display boards
- April 12: Public Scoping Meeting in Naples

- April 14: Online Agency/elected officials Scoping Meeting

Thanks,

Tom Pride
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Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Greene. Michelle

To: Pride, Tom; Mcdonald, Kenneth

Cc: Jeff Pardue; Purcell, Adam
Subject: RE: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Date: Friday, March 11, 2016 10:42:48 AM

| was tentatively using 10 days following the public scoping meeting (April 22)....

Michelle Greene

Senior Planner, Transportation, Greater Florida
D +813-636-2125
michelle.greene@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W. Courtney Campbell Causeway
Tampa, FL 33607, USA

T +813-286-1711

aecom.com

Built to deliver a better world

LinkedIn Twitter Facebook Instagram

From: Pride, Tom

Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 10:34 AM

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth

Cc: Jeff Pardue; Purcell, Adam; Greene, Michelle
Subject: RE: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Ten-four. Has a date been picked yet for the deadline for receiving comments? (We will eventually
need to insert the date in the Scoping Meeting materials).

Thanks Ken,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 10:30 AM

To: Pride, Tom
Cc: Jeff Pardue; Purcell, Adam; Greene, Michelle
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Ok, checked with the RO. They won't move or extend comment periods in response to moving
an inter-agency meeting/webex, because the inter-agency webex isn't considered "mandatory’
but rather a courtesy extended from our office to other agencies.


mailto:michelle.greene@aecom.com
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:jpardue@bda-inc.com
mailto:adam.purcell@aecom.com
mailto:michelle.greene@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
http://www.linkedin.com/company/aecom_15656
http://twitter.com/AECOM
http://www.facebook.com/AecomTechnologyCorporation
http://instagram.com/aecom
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:58 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:
Ken,

Let’s shoot for April 19 (a Tuesday) for the agency online meeting (10:00 am). Our experience shows
that Mondays and Fridays are bad days for agency meetings. As a result of moving the meeting, the
deadline for submission of comments should be extended a week also.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 9:54 AM

To: Pride, Tom
Cc: Jeff Pardue; Purcell, Adam
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP Field Visit

Scratch my last email about the 15th - the major agency initiative overlaps that day, aswell. It
looks to me like we might have to move the agency webex to the following week in April.

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 9:24 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:
Ken,

Any details yet on what time and where to meet for next Tuesday’ sfield visit? Also, hereis
our target schedule for some of the items related to the Scoping Meetings:

- March 14: Send you adraft of the agency/elected official “NGOs invitation letter, draft of
the PowerPoint Presentation, and draft of the brochure for your review

- March 21: Send you adraft of the project website content for your review

- March 25: Deadline for finalizing website content and making website live (available to
the public)

- March 28: Send draft display boards (for Scoping Meeting) to you for review (via pdf)

- March 28: Print the agency/elected official NGOs invitation letter on USFWS |etterhead
(you provide us the letterhead via electronic file and we do the printing)

- March 29: Publish the NOI in the Federal Register and mail the agency/elected
officialsyNGO invitation letter

- April 5: Print the display boards
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- April 12: Public Scoping Meeting in Naples

- April 14: Online Agency/elected officials Scoping Meeting

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWWw.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Warren, Ken

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Constance Cassler (Constance_Cassler@fws.gov); Kenneth McDonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Purcell
_Adam; Scott, Vickie

Subject: Re: ECMSHCP meeting ad

Date: Friday, April 01, 2016 9:24:31 AM

Attachments: Public meeting advertisement KW edits 20160401.docx

Here's ad with suggested edits (tracked changes).
Thanks.

On Fri, Apr 1, 2016 at 9:08 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Not a problem Ken. It’s actually all coming together very well and these are all minor edits.
Attached for your review is the revised ad — if it looks good to you then we will shoot for a target
publication date of next Wednesday (April 6). Regarding the snail kite — Ken McDonald — can you
confirm the name change for us? It is no problem for us to delete “Everglade” if need be.

Many thanks!

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462

www.aecom.com

From: Warren, Ken [mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov]

Sent: Friday, April 01, 2016 8:58 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Constance Cassler (Constance_Cassler@fws.gov); Kenneth McDonald

(kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Purcell, Adam; Scott, Vickie
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP meeting ad

I'm good with the flyer. Only thing | saw was reference to the "Everglade” snail kite. Not a
big deal, but | think the word "Everglade” is no longer used. | think it's ssimply called "snall
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Public Meeting

US Fish and Wildlife Service

FWS–R4–ES–2016–N037; 40120–1112–0000–F2



[bookmark: _GoBack]Under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), advises the public that we intend to gather information necessary to prepare a draft environmental impact statement (dEIS) related to an anticipated permit application from nine Collier County, Florida, landowners (prospective applicants) for the incidental take of federally listed species.  The permit application would include an Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (ECMSHCP) prepared in accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act). Federally-lListed sSpecies cCovered by the ECMSHCP include Florida Sscrub Jjay, Northern Ccrested Ccaracara, Wwood Stork, Rred-cockaded Wwoodpecker, Everglade Ssnail Kkite, Eeastern Iindigo Ssnake, Florida Bbonneted Bbat, Florida Ppanther, Ggopher Ttortoise (Ccandidate species), and Eeastern Ddiamondback Rrattlesnake (under review).  We provide this notice to announce a public meeting to be held on April 12, 2016, from 5 to 7 p.m. at University of Florida/Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences Collier County Extension, 14700 Immokalee Road, Naples, Florida. Documents will be available for public inspection by appointment during normal business hours at the South Florida Ecological Services Office, 1339 20th Street, Vero Beach, FL 32960.  Participants also have the option of attending a concurrent online meeting.  Instructions for accessing the online meeting are posted on the project website at: www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com.  Documents and other project information are also available at: www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com.  



For further information contact:  Kenneth McDonald, (Kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov) Project Manager, at the South Florida Ecological Services Office, telephone:  (772) 469-4284; or Ken Warren, (ken_warren@fws.gov) Public Affairs Officer, South Florida Ecological Services Office, telephone (772) 469-4323.






kite" now.

Asfor the ad, sorry about responding late and making it necessary for you to halt publication
to make the suggested change.

Appreciate all of your efforts.

Thanks.

Ken Warren

On Fri, Apr 1, 2016 at 8:30 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken (Warren)

We were able to halt the ad publication and will make the edits you have requested. We'll send
you a draft copy for review prior to submitting to the paper. Once you approve it we will reply
back with a publication date, but want to do it as soon as possible.

Regarding the general news release —yes, we are able to get a news release out to all the entities
you requested. In addition, we are obtaining a news release contact list that the FDOT uses. We
will let you review that list prior to us sending out the news release

Finally, we have prepared the attached flyer for posting at all of the Collier County Library
locations. Many thanks if you could let us know today if you have any edits/comments on the
flyer.

Thank you,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead


mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com

C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462

www.aecom.com

From: Warren, Ken [mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2016 1:39 PM

To: Pride, Tom
Cc: Constance Cassler (Constance_Cassler@fws.gov); Kenneth McDonald

(kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Purcell, Adam; Scott, Vickie
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP meeting ad

Somehow, | just saw this. It reads ok to me, but | think it should list the federally listed
speciesinvolved and in addition to listing Ken MacDonald as a POC, | should also be listed
asfollows:

Ken Warren (ken_warren@fws.gov), Public Affairs Officer, South Florida Ecological
Services Office, 772-469-4323

Also, isthere a publication date for this ad? And are there plans to send out a general news
release to Naples Daily News (Eric Staats), Ft Myers News-Press (Kevin Lollar), Tampa
Bay Times (Craig Pittman) and othersto help get advance word out about the public
meeting?

Thanks.

Ken Warren

On Mon, Mar 28, 2016 at 11:53 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken/Connie/Ken,
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Attached for your review isa DRAFT advertisement for the public meeting to be published
in the Naples Daily News. We look forward to your comments.

Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

From: Scott, Vickie

Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 11:44 AM
To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam

Subject: ECPO meeting ad

Tom

Attached is adraft meeting notification advertisement for the Naples Daily News. | have
taken most of the language directly from the NOI in thefile. | cut it down and combined
some things. | am waiting for someone to call me back with a quote.

Vickie Scott, AICP

Senior Transportation Planner, Transportation, Greater Florida
D +1-813-675-6546

vickie.scott@aecom.com

AECOM
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7650 West Courtney Campbell Causeway
Tampa, Florida 33607-1482, USA

T +1-813-286-1711

aecom.com

Built to deliver a better world

LinkedIn Twitter Facebook Instagram

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree.” - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO
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Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree." - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO



Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree.” - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO



From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Hinzman, Roxanna

Cc: Ken Warren; Constance Cassler; Robert Tawes
Subject: Re: ECMSHCP scoping meeting - please respond
Date: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 7:18:59 AM

Good morning,

On the weekly update call last Thursday we raised that question and agreed to discussit as
soon as possible. I'll follow up with Robert.

Ken

On Mon, Mar 21, 2016 at 6:11 PM, Hinzman, Roxanna <roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov> wrote:
Ken and Connie,
Do we need anyone from the RO to come down to the scoping meeting?
If so, we need to ask now so they can accommodate in their schedule.
Thanks,
Rox

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288
roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Christian Spilker

Cc: Kenneth McDonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Scott, Vickie; Purcell, Adam
Subject: RE: ECMSHCP

Date: Friday, April 15, 2016 9:27:53 AM

Christian,

We are working on an update to the website that will describe the meeting (past tense) and contain
electronic copies of the display boards and brochures that were at the meeting. We will also upload
an audio/visual recording of the presentation (audio of the entire meeting including verbal
comments and visual of just the PowerPoint presentation). We are trying to have all this done
today.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Christian Spilker [mailto:CSpilker@collierenterprises.com]
Sent: Friday, April 15, 2016 9:20 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Subject: ECMSHCP

Tom,

Is there an archive of the ECMSHCP scoping meeting that is available to the public?
Regards,

Vice President of Land Management

Collier Enterprises

2550 Goodlette Rd North, #100

Naples, Fl 34103

(239)261-4455
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This e-mail message is intended only for the individual (s) to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.



From: Hinzman, Roxanna

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Kenneth McDonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Ken Warren (ken_warren@fws.gov); Constance Cassler
(Constance_Cassler@fws.gov)

Subject: Re: E-Files - Comments, Sign in, Speaker Cards

Date: Thursday, April 14, 2016 6:34:19 PM

Thank you! And again, thanks to you and your entire team for their hard
work getting the meeting off the ground and working smoothly. It was
great to meet everyone.

Rox

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cdll 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288
roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Wed, Apr 13, 2016 at 3:02 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Attached are scanned copies of the Sign-In Sheets (Public and Staff), the Speaker Cards, and
the Comments from the comment boxes. Interestingly, only 12 written comments were
received in the comment boxes. Final counts were:

Public Sign-In Count = 145

Speaker Count = 39

We have corrected the fax number in all the online documents and web pages. We are also
updating the website to state that a public scoping meeting was held, etc., and we are adding
the PowerPoint and recording of the meeting on the website (the recording came out good —
whew!). We will let you review a draft of these changes before we make them publicly
available.
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Thanks again for helping make the meeting a success!

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com
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From: Shindle, David

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Constance Cassler

Subject: Re: EIS Agency Meeting WebEx
Date: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 10:49:54 AM

| copied Connie, Kim, and Daryl also since | emailed them also...Thiswasin my invite:

Online Inter-Agency Scoping Meeting Tuesday, April 19, 2016 | 10:00 am — 12:00 pm
Meeting number: 593 525 539 Audio connection: 1-866-203-6896 Call-in toll-free
number Conference Code: 968 574 2310 Meeting link:

https://intercall.webex.com/intercall/j.php?
MTID=m9633eb376ab1993b2926dc365fff223e

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293
david_shindl WS.Qov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:45 AM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
Nope....just so you know...the calendar invite link was wrong...there were a bunch of us
logged into a blank meeting.

David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293

david shindle@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:43 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
Are you on the correct line?
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Online Inter-Agency Scoping Meeting
Tuesday, April 19, 2016 | 10:00 am — 12:00 pm Eastern
Meeting number: 592 374 921

Audio connection: 1-866-203-6896 Call-in toll-free number
Conference Code: 576 673 6077

Meeting link: https://aecom.webex.com/aecom/j.php?
MTID=mccbd893a803e88b2faaf0b407ac?2dfee

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:41 AM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
Ken-

| couldn't listen to that on-hold music any longer...I guess AECOM no-showed?

David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293
david_shindl WS.Qov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Shindle, David

Subject: Re: EIS Agency Meeting WebEx
Date: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 10:56:00 AM
I'm sorry!

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:45 AM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
Nope....just so you know...the calendar invite link was wrong...there were a bunch of us
logged into a blank meeting.

David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293
david_shindle@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:43 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
Areyou on the correct line?

Online Inter-Agency Scoping Meeting
Tuesday, April 19, 2016 | 10:00 am — 12:00 pm Eastern
Meeting number: 592 374 921

Audio connection: 1-866-203-6896 Call-in toll-free number
Conference Code: 576 673 6077

Meeting link: https://aecom.webex.com/aecom/j.php?
MTID=mccbd893a803e88b2faaf0b407ac2dfee

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:41 AM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
Ken-

| couldn't listen to that on-hold music any longer...I guess AECOM no-showed?
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David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cdll 772-532-7293

david shindle@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov

fner:z}/ and’; Joem‘i&tence will conguer afl t/l‘{njef‘
- ﬁenjamin ?nmffin

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Shindle, David

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth
Subject: Re: EIS Agency Meeting WebEx
Date: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 10:59:20 AM

No worries...I'm in now.

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293
david_shindl WS.Qov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:56 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
I'm sorry!

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:45 AM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
Nope....just so you know...the calendar invite link was wrong...there were a bunch of us
logged into a blank meeting.

David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293

david_shindle@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:43 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
Areyou on the correct line?

Online Inter-Agency Scoping Meeting
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Tuesday, April 19, 2016 | 10:00 am — 12:00 pm Eastern
Meeting number: 592 374 921

Audio connection: 1-866-203-6896 Call-in toll-free number
Conference Code: 576 673 6077

Meeting link: https://aecom.webex.com/aecom/j.php?
MTID=mccbd893a803e88b2faaf0b407ac2dfee

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 10:41 AM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
Ken-

| couldn't listen to that on-hold music any longer...I guess AECOM no-showed?

David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293
david_shindle@fws.gov

NOTE: All emalil correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Call, Geoff

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth
Subject: Re: EIS Powerpoint?
Date: Thursday, February 11, 2016 11:56:02 AM

Congrats on the new job, Ken - sounds interesting. Glad to hear that the change you made was
apositive one. Hope the family is enjoying their new environs.

| don't have any canned presentations on the topic you asked about, but you might check with
David Dell (SE Region HCP Coordinator), to see if he has anything or can reach out to other
HCP coordinatorsin search of agood starting point you could use.

Geoff

Geoff Call

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Tennessee Ecological Services Field Office
office: 931-525-4983

mobile: 931-224-8516

On Thu, Feb 11, 2016 at 7:44 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
Thanks, I'll try Chuck. I'm sure there's been atime at least once in hislife where he had to
givea"Thisiswhat an EISis" presentation haha

On Thu, Feb 11, 2016 at 8:24 AM, Shute, Peggy <peggy_shute@fws.gov> wrote:
Ken, | don't have anything specifically about EIS process. While | had plenty of
involvement with NEPA at TVA, and lots of training, | have had almost no involvement
in my present job (except knowing what NEPA levels there are, and when you need to do
them, and participating as cooperating agency on the LUM EIS. Y ou might check with
Chuck Nicholson at TVA or someone at OSM (but that would have been Jeff Coker,
who's retired and not yet replaced), but otherwise, | can't help with that. Sorry.

On Thu, Feb 11, 2016 at 6:41 AM, Mcdonad, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>
wrote:
Hey guys!

Everything is going great here in Florida. I've been assigned the lead biologist for the
East Collier Multispecies Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP), dealing primarily with the
impacts of 45,000 acres development on Florida Panther habitat near Naples, FL and
the preservation of 150,0000 acres of habitat and corridors necessary for their survival

and recovery.

We're preparing a for a public scoping meeting in March and was wondering if either of
you had a generic powerpoint on-hand that describes the EI'S process? We're planning
on giving the public an overview of Section 10 and the HCP process, and the
development of an EIS for our NEPA review.
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If anyone has a copy of apowerpoint | can use or adapt and use | would greatly

appreciateit!
Thank you!

Ken

Kenneth McDonad

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnergz}/ and- fera'&tence will congquer afl tﬂnjw

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Brad Cornell

To: "Lee Willer-Spector”

Cc: "leewiller-spector"; “"Ken McDonald"
Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Date: Monday, April 11, 2016 4:43:01 PM
Lee,

| just heard from Ken, and apparently you've been talking with him about the timing. From his
message to me, sounds like a morning time certain isn’t possible, so he has offered to meet with the
Board and staff another time soon to brief you all and answer questions.

That’s good. Are you still moving forward with the item, and if so, will Bill Lorenz or Mike Bosi
present?

Brad

From: Lee Willer-Spector [mailto:lwiller6 @comcast.net]

Sent: Saturday, April 9, 2016 7:29 AM

To: Cornell, Brad <millercornell@mindspring.com>

Cc: leewiller-spector <leewiller-spector@colliergov.net>; Ken McDonald
<Kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>

Subject: Re: Exec. Summary

Outstanding.
Thank you. We will see about getting a time certain.

Lee
252.8603

From: "Brad Cornell" <millercornell@mindspring.com>
To: "Lee Willer-Spector" <lwiller6 @comcast.net>
Cc: "leewiller-spector” <leewiller-spector@colliergov.net>, "Ken McDonald"

<Kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov>
Sent: Friday, April 8, 2016 4:43:54 PM

Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Hi Lee,

| just received confirmation that Ken McDonald, the USFWS lead on the Eastern Collier HCP, will be
at the Collier BCC meeting Tuesday morning to share info on the HCP process and scoping input
needed, including from County and public.

If a time certain is set, please let me know. I've also copied Ken on this email.

Thanks,
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Brad

Brad Cornell

Southwest Florida Policy Associate

Audubon of the Western Everglades/Audubon Florida
1020 8™ Avenue, South, Suite 2

Naples, FL 34102

239-280-6278

beornell@audubonwe.org

From: Lee Willer-Spector [mailto:lwiller6 @comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 7, 2016 3:26 PM
To: Cornell, Brad <millercornell@mindspring.com>

Cc: leewiller-spector@colliergov.net

Subject: Re: Exec. Summary

Hi Brad,

| spoke with Commissioner Taylor and she agrees it may be helpful that the gentleman
(Please provide his name again for me) you suggested come speak at the BCC meeting
on this agenda item (10.C on the BCC 4.12.16 agenda).

The procedure would be for him to sign in as a public speaker for this item and he will
automatically receive 3 minutes to speak. She can request of the BCC Chair that his time
be extended and likely this would be granted.

Additionally, we will have a better sense of the timing for the agenda item on Monday and
will keep you in the loop. We may be able to set a time certain. Right now our best notion
is that the item will come up in the morning.

Thank you for your insights on this matter.

Would you be so kind and give me your phone number? | left message at the work phone
number | have for you, but it might facilitate communication if there is an additional way to
reach you.

Thank you,
Lee

From: "Brad Cornell" <millercornell@mindspring.com>
To: "Lee Willer-Spector" <lwiller6@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, April 7, 2016 11:03:30 AM

Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Thanks! Either way, it will be a useful discussion.

From: Lee Willer-Spector [mailto:lwiller6 @comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 7, 2016 11:00 AM

To: Cornell, Brad <millercornell@mindspring.com>
Subject: Re: Exec. Summary
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Brad,
| will share your thoughts with the Commissioner. And report back...
Lee

From: "Brad Cornell" <millercornell@mindspring.com>
To: "Lee Willer-Spector" <lwiller6@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, April 6, 2016 10:12:37 PM
Subject: FW: Exec. Summary

Hi Lee,
This seems to have not gone through again, so I’'m forwarding it to your private email.

Brad

From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell@mindspring.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 6, 2016 4:05 PM

To: 'WillerSpectorlLee' <LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net>
Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Ok. Just to clarify, though, Ken McDonald would be there as the person knowledgeable in the
HCP/EIS process and how the County could contribute to that, rather the biology of the species
involved.

If Ken doesn’t do the briefing for the Board, we’ll have to get staff, or other knowledgeable and
neutral authority to brief the Board on this and their opportunities to provide input.

| did confirm with Ken that this initial scoping period provides the most important comment
opportunity for the County and others because it offers ways to influence the alternatives to be
considered in the final draft of the HCP/EIS. Once they settle on the alternative actions to be
evaluated, the comments will only be on whether the correct process and procedure was followed,
or not. There will be two rounds of those kinds of comments down the road, after the alternatives
are determined. Alternatives are the various scenarios of federal actions: no action, applicants’
proposal, modified proposal based on input from public/agencies/local governments, etc.

Brad

From: WillerSpectorLee [mailto:LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 6, 2016 1:45 PM

To: Brad Cornell <millercornell@mindspring.com>
Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Hi Brad,
This finally filtered through to my .gov email address!
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| spoke with the Commissioner and she anticipates that we will not be delving into the issues that
would benefit from have the biologist here at this time. She is grateful for your idea though!

Thank you,
Lee

Lee Willer-Spector, MPA

Fxecutive Coordinator to
Commissioner Penny Taylor, District 4
3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite #303

Naples, FL 34112

Email: LeeWiller-Spector@colliergov.net
Ofc. 239.252.8603
Fax 239.252.6393

Cnﬁr County
Ry S, T NI

From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell@mindspring.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 3:00 PM

To: WillerSpectorLee; WillerSpectorLee; LWiller6@comcast.net
Subject: FW: Exec. Summary

Here they are, hopefully...

From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell@mindspring.com)]

Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Penny Taylor (penny@pennytaylor.biz) <penny@pennvytaylor.biz>; WillerSpectorLee
<LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net>; Penny Taylor (PennyTaylor@colliergov.net)

<PennyTaylor@colliergov.net>
Subject: FW: Exec. Summary

Apparently the return address didn’t work. I'll try a hyphen for Willer-Spector.

From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell@mindspring.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2016 1:30 PM
To: 'WillerSpectorlLee' <LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net>; 'Brad Cornell'

<BCornell@audubonwe.org>
Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Hi Lee,

Sorry for being slow. I'm attaching two versions of the exec summary - yours with some edits, and
the one | had been writing. Mine may be too long and detailed, so I’'m happy with yours.
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Brad

From: WillerSpectorlLee [mailto:LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2016 12:50 PM

To: Brad Cornell (BCornell@audubonwe.org) <BCornell@audubonwe.org>
Subject: Exec. Summary

Brad,
Please review. Your input is welcomed.
Lee

Lee Willer-Spector, MPA

Executive Coordinator to
Commissioner Penny Taylov, District 4
3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite #303

Naples, FL 34112

Email: LeeWiller-Spector@colliergov.net
Ofc. 239.252.8603
Fax 239.252.6393

Cnﬁr Coumnty
i o SN

Under Florida Law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a public records
request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or in writing.
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From: Lee Willer-Spector

To: Cornell, Brad

Cc: leewiller-spector; Ken McDonald
Subject: Re: Exec. Summary

Date: Saturday, April 09, 2016 7:29:28 AM

Outstanding.
Thank you. We will see about getting a time certain.

Lee
252.8603

From: "Brad Cornell" <millercornell@mindspring.com>

To: "Lee Willer-Spector" <lwiller6 @comcast.net>

Cc: "leewiller-spector” <leewiller-spector@colliergov.net>, "Ken McDonald"
<Kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>

Sent: Friday, April 8, 2016 4:43:54 PM

Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Hi Lee,

| just received confirmation that Ken McDonald, the USFWS lead on the Eastern Collier HCP, will be
at the Collier BCC meeting Tuesday morning to share info on the HCP process and scoping input
needed, including from County and public.

If a time certain is set, please let me know. I've also copied Ken on this email.

Thanks,
Brad

Brad Cornell

Southwest Florida Policy Associate

Audubon of the Western Everglades/Audubon Florida
1020 gth Avenue, South, Suite 2

Naples, FL. 34102

239-280-6278

beornell@audubonwe.org

From: Lee Willer-Spector [mailto:lwiller6 @comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 7, 2016 3:26 PM

To: Cornell, Brad <millercornell@mindspring.com>

Cc: leewiller-spector@colliergov.net

Subject: Re: Exec. Summary

Hi Brad,
| spoke with Commissioner Taylor and she agrees it may be helpful that the gentleman
(Please provide his name again for me) you suggested come speak at the BCC meeting
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on this agenda item (10.C on the BCC 4.12.16 agenda).

The procedure would be for him to sign in as a public speaker for this item and he will
automatically receive 3 minutes to speak. She can request of the BCC Chair that his time
be extended and likely this would be granted.

Additionally, we will have a better sense of the timing for the agenda item on Monday and
will keep you in the loop. We may be able to set a time certain. Right now our best notion
is that the item will come up in the morning.

Thank you for your insights on this matter.

Would you be so kind and give me your phone number? | left message at the work phone
number | have for you, but it might facilitate communication if there is an additional way to
reach you.

Thank you,
Lee

From: "Brad Cornell" <millercornell@mindspring.com>
To: "Lee Willer-Spector” <lwiller6 @comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, April 7, 2016 11:03:30 AM

Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Thanks! Either way, it will be a useful discussion.

From: Lee Willer-Spector [mailto:lwiller6@comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 7, 2016 11:00 AM

To: Cornell, Brad <millercornell@mindspring.com>
Subject: Re: Exec. Summary

Brad,
| will share your thoughts with the Commissioner. And report back...
Lee

From: "Brad Cornell" <millercornell@mindspring.com>
To: "Lee Willer-Spector” <lwiller6 @comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, April 6, 2016 10:12:37 PM
Subject: FW: Exec. Summary

Hi Lee,
This seems to have not gone through again, so I’'m forwarding it to your private email.

Brad
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From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell@mindspring.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 6, 2016 4:05 PM

To: 'WillerSpectorlLee' <LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net>
Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Ok. Just to clarify, though, Ken McDonald would be there as the person knowledgeable in the

HCP/EIS process and how the County could contribute to that, rather the biology of the species
involved.

If Ken doesn’t do the briefing for the Board, we’ll have to get staff, or other knowledgeable and
neutral authority to brief the Board on this and their opportunities to provide input.

| did confirm with Ken that this initial scoping period provides the most important comment
opportunity for the County and others because it offers ways to influence the alternatives to be
considered in the final draft of the HCP/EIS. Once they settle on the alternative actions to be
evaluated, the comments will only be on whether the correct process and procedure was followed,
or not. There will be two rounds of those kinds of comments down the road, after the alternatives
are determined. Alternatives are the various scenarios of federal actions: no action, applicants’
proposal, modified proposal based on input from public/agencies/local governments, etc.

Brad

From: WillerSpectorlLee [mailto:LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 6, 2016 1:45 PM

To: Brad Cornell <millercornell@mindspring.com>
Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Hi Brad,
This finally filtered through to my .gov email address!

| spoke with the Commissioner and she anticipates that we will not be delving into the issues that
would benefit from have the biologist here at this time. She is grateful for your idea though!

Thank you,
Lee

Lee Willer-Spector, MPA

Fxecutive Coordinator to
Commissioner Penny Taylor, District 4
3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite #303

Naples, FL 34112

Email: LeeWiller-Spector@colliergov.net
Ofc. 239.252.8603

Fax 239.252.6393
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From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell@mindspring.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 3:00 PM

To: WillerSpectorLee; WillerSpectorLee; LWiller6@comcast.net
Subject: FW: Exec. Summary

Here they are, hopefully...

From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell@mindspring.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2016 1:52 PM

To: Penny Taylor (penny@pennytaylor.biz) <penny@pennytaylor.biz>; WillerSpectorlLee
<LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net>; Penny Taylor (PennyTaylor@colliergov.net)

<PennyTaylor@colliergov.net>
Subject: FW: Exec. Summary

Apparently the return address didn’t work. I'll try a hyphen for Willer-Spector.

From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell@mindspring.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2016 1:30 PM

To: 'WillerSpectorLee' <LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net>; '‘Brad Cornell'
<BCornell@audubonwe.org>
Subject: RE: Exec. Summary

Hi Lee,

Sorry for being slow. I’'m attaching two versions of the exec summary - yours with some edits, and
the one | had been writing. Mine may be too long and detailed, so I’'m happy with yours.

Brad

From: WillerSpectorLee [mailto:LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2016 12:50 PM

To: Brad Cornell (BCornell@audubonwe.org) <BCornell@audubonwe.org>
Subject: Exec. Summary

Brad,
Please review. Your input is welcomed.
Lee

Lee Willer-Spector, MPA

Fxecutive Coordinator to
Commissioner Penny Te ay[or, District 4
3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite #303

Naples, FL 34112
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Email: LeeWiller-Spector@colliergov.net
Ofc. 239.252.8603
Fax 239.252.6393

C»a??e:r County

Under Florida Law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a public records
request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or in writing.
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From: Hinzman, Roxanna

To: Emily Saarinen

Bcc: kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Subject: Re: failure of HCP to protect endangered species
Date: Thursday, April 21, 2016 12:26:30 PM

Thank you. Please be sure to submit your comments before April 25 by
one of the following means so they can be properly logged and reviewed
by the biologist working on the project:

FAX: 772-562-4288

E-mail: comments-eastcollierhcp@fws.gov

US Mail:
Comments—Eastern Collier HCP EIS
US Fish and Wildlife Service
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288

roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 11:50 AM, Emily Saarinen <emily.saarinen@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear Ms. Hinzman:

| have a PhD in Biology, am aformer government researcher, and am an active academic researcher in the field of
conservation biology. | absolutely disagree with the current Eastern Collier County Habitat Conservation Plan and
Incidental Take Permit. | have been involved with similar projectsin Florida over the years, and | know what HCP and
incidental take permits are supposed to be. | am extremely disappointed at how these current plans violate the spirit and
intention of the US Endangered Species Act. To support this plan would be to circumvent federal law and to break public
trust. Approving this plan denies the biological needs of the Florida panther as well as other federally-listed species.

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This
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plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed
development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the
issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan
as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and
survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate
funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place
unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, | do not support the HCP and ask
that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Deny thisplan.

Regards,

Dr. Emily Saarinen

Assistant Professor of Biology and Environmental Studies
New College of Florida



From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Nancy Payton
Subject: Re: Fed Reg Notice & Web Site
Date: Friday, March 25, 2016 12:21:42 PM

Thank you! We'rereally proud of the work AECOM put into this. Of course, we have afew
edits and I'm working with them to get the Spanish language mirror pages active now.

Have a great weekend!

Ken

On Fri, Mar 25, 2016 at 12:13 PM, Nancy Payton <nancypayton@fwfonline.org> wrote:
Hi Ken,
| saw the Federal Register Notice and

compliment you and your team on the web site.

Nancy

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

.fnerjy and’- Joerﬂ'&tence will conguer alf tﬁ?njs
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From:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Ken Warren

Nancy Payton
kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Re: Feds kick off public review of environmental "super-permit"
Sunday, April 10, 2016 7:31:48 PM

Thanks Nancy

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 10, 2016, at 12:11 PM, Nancy Payton <nancypayton@fwfonline.org> wrote:

Written by Eric Staats

http://www.napl esnews.com/news/environment/feds-kick-off-public-review-of -
environmental -super-permit-2ffc5759-674b-6f40-e053-0100007f 1042-
375146191 .html?d=mobile

(7]
A plan that could guide federal environmental permitting decisions for the next 50
yearsin rural Collier County gets a public unveiling this week.

A group of large landowners and their conservation allies are pushing the plan that
would create a super-permit under the Endangered Species Act to alow up to
45,000 acres of development — including land where the iconic Florida panther is
making itslast stand — in return for 107,000 acres of preservation.

Proponents say the incentive-based program, which would help enact the county's
Rural Lands Stewardship Area growth plan that appliesto farms, ranches and
natural lands around Immokalee, is an improvement over existing project-by-

project reviews.

But one conservation group leading opposition to the proposal saysit would allow
too much devel opment and have too great an impact on the county's roads and
water supply in return for too little preservation.

Landowners submitted a draft of the plan, dubbed a Habitat Conservation Plan or
HCP, in April 2015, and it already has undergone behind-the-scenes discussions
with regulators. Now, with much of the plan's details still undetermined, the public
is getting a chance to weigh in.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is having a so-called "scoping meeting"”
Tuesday to gather input on what the agency should include in an environmental
review of the proposal. It kicks off a public comment period, one of several that
federal law requires before any HCP would ever get approved.

"HCPs by their nature are a consensus building exercise," said FWS biologist Ken
McDonald, the agency's point man on the Collier HCP review. "It's alot of people


mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov
mailto:nancypayton@fwfonline.org
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:nancypayton@fwfonline.org
http://www.naplesnews.com/news/environment/feds-kick-off-public-review-of-environmental-super-permit-2ffc5759-674b-6f40-e053-0100007f1042-375146191.html?d=mobile
http://www.naplesnews.com/news/environment/feds-kick-off-public-review-of-environmental-super-permit-2ffc5759-674b-6f40-e053-0100007f1042-375146191.html?d=mobile
http://www.naplesnews.com/news/environment/feds-kick-off-public-review-of-environmental-super-permit-2ffc5759-674b-6f40-e053-0100007f1042-375146191.html?d=mobile

to get on board with an idea."

McDonald called HCP's the "most democratic regulatory process we have" — he's
overseen the development of two HCPsin Tennessee that focused on protection of
bats, birds and a fish called a darter.

"It (the Collier HCP) has tremendous potential to do great things for listed species
if it'sdonewell," McDonald said.

The Collier HCPwould give landowners the permission they would need to impact
imperiled species like the panther but also 10 bird species, like the wood stork and
red-cockaded woodpeckers; the Florida bonneted bat; diamondback rattlesnake
and eastern indigo snake; and the Big Cypress fox squirrel.

The panther, though, is expected to attract most of the debate, in part because of its
high-profile but also because preserving panther habitat also preserves habitat for
many of the other species covered by the plan.

Landowners proposing the HCP are Alico Inc., Barron Collier Investments Ltd.,
Collier Enterprises Management Inc., Consolidated Citrus Limited Partnership,
English Bros. Partnership, Heller Bros. Packing Corp., John E. Price Jr. Trust,
Pacific Land Ltd. and the Sunniland Family Partnership.

That includes Immokal ee ranch owner Liesa Priddy, a Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission member who took alead role in pushing that agency's
controversial panther policy paper some have interpreted as a step toward
weakening protections for Florida panthers.

The Florida Wildlife Federation, Audubon of the Western Everglades (formerly
Collier County Audubon), Audubon of Florida and Defenders of Wildlife are
backing the proposed HCP.

ADVERTISEMENT

The plan hasitsrootsin alandmark challenge by the Federation and Audubon of
Collier County's growth plan in the 1990s. After a state-mandated growth
moratorium stemming from the groups' victory in the challenge, Collier County
approved the Rural Lands Stewardship Program that forms the basis for the
proposed HCP.

Audubon policy advocate Brad Cornell said the HCP would create a network of
interconnected preserves that Florida panthers could use to expand their range
beyond increasingly cramped quartersin Collier County for the growing panther
population.

Cornell said the incentive-based HCPis a better way to preserve panther habitat
than top-down regulation that risks creating an inadequate checkerboard of
preserves and endless litigation.

"For a panther, checkerboard is death,” he said.

But the Conservancy argues the HCP, as proposed, tips too much in favor of



landowners at the expense of the public good. The group has suggested that nearly
the same amount of development can be accommodated on |ess val uable panther
habitat.

"There's a better way here that needs to be explored,” Conservancy natural
resources policy director Jennifer Hecker said. "Thisisreally important, to get this
plan right."

Collier Enterprises vice president Christian Spilker said it was premature to judge
the proposed HCP and took a jab at the Conservancy's anti-HCP campaign.

"To judge it now and issue alerts and get people stirred up against it doesn't make
sense to me because nobody has al the facts yet," Spilker said.

If you go
Who: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

What: Habitat Conservation Plan public input meeting When: Tuesday, April 12,5
to 7 p.m.

Where: University of Florida/Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences extension
office, 14700 Immokalee Road

For more information about the Eastern Collier County Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan, or HCP, go to www.easterncollierH CPEIS.com.


http://www.easterncollierhcpeis.com/

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Christian Spilker
Subject: Re: Field visit and meeting
Date: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 7:21:08 AM

| believe it would, yes, actualy.

On Mon, Feb 22, 2016 at 4:22 PM, Christian Spilker <CSpilker@callierenterprises.com>

wrote:
Ken,

Would Tuesday and Wednesday, March 8-9th work for an Eastern Collier tour and HCP/IA
meeting? | would have my counsel and consultant (Bruce) join us for the meeting portion of

your visit.
Regards,

Christian Spilker
Vice President of Land Management
Collier Enterprises

This e-mail message isintended only for the individual(s) to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Cassler, Constance

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Subject: Re: Finally tally of comments received
Date: Tuesday, May 03, 2016 8:21:48 AM
Thanks for the update.

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Tue, May 3, 2016 at 8:15 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov> wrote:

FYI-

We received atotal of 2,478 comments regarding the ECM SHCP at the scoping meeting, by
mail, or by email. We're sending a copy of everything to AECOM, today, so we can begin

processing the content.

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Shindle, David

Subject: Re: flight data

Date: Thursday, January 28, 2016 1:17:47 PM
Thank you!

On Thu, Jan 28, 2016 at 1:14 PM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
See attached for VHF telemetry data through June 30 2015. | sent thisto Miles and Shana,
not sure where they keep it on the server. I'll try to get an updated den database. However,
if you are not familiar with the FWRI Quick Maps page...it's agood source of information:

http://atoll.floridamarine.org/Quickmaps/QM_ wildlifehab.html

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S

Immokalee, FL 34142
Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-538-9188

david shindle@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov>
Date: Tue, Jan 12, 2016 at 2:49 PM

Subject: Fwd: flight data

To: Miles Meyer <miles meyer@fws.gov>, Ken Warren <Ken Warren@fws.gov>, Shana

DiPalma <shana_dipalma@fws.gov>, Steven Glass <steven_gl fws.gov>

See attached for the most updated panther telemetry database.

David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S

Immokalee, FL 34142
Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-538-9188

david_shindl WS.gov
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NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Land, Darrell <Darrell.L and@myfwc.com>

Date: Tue, Jan 12, 2016 at 2:24 PM

Subject: flight data

To: "david_shindle@fws.gov" <david_shindle@fws.gov>

Darrell Land

Florida Panther Team Leader
298 Saba Palm Road
Naples, FL 34114

phone: 239.417.6352

m- Frofect the Pgnﬂmr -

i FLORIDA

Support panther conservation...buy a plate!

Kenneth McDonald
Fish & Wildlife Biologist
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office


mailto:Darrell.Land@myfwc.com
mailto:david_shindle@fws.gov
mailto:david_shindle@fws.gov

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559
Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Cassler, Constance

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Roxanna Hinzman

Subject: Re: FOIA Officer

Date: Monday, March 28, 2016 9:43:10 PM
Ken,

Please have Mr. Clements contact Sharneka Harvey in the RO. Hereis her contact information:

Sharneka Harvey

Management Analyst/Regional FOIA Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services

Southeast Region, Region 4

1875 Century Blvd. Suite 340

Atlanta, GA 30345

404-679-4018 (Office) 404-679-7309 (Fax)
sharneka_harv WS.gov

Please come by and fill mein on the kind of information they are looking for.
Thanks,

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casser@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Fri, Mar 25, 2016 at 7:10 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov> wrote:
See below. I'm not sure who our FOIA officer is, but the applicants want access to materials
we're receiving regarding the NEPA process.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Clements, E. Carter Chandler <eclements@hunton.com>
Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2016 at 9:44 AM

Subject: FOIA Officer

To: "kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov" <kennethmcdonald@fws.gov>

Ken,
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During our meetings in Naples last week, we talked about submitting a standing FOIA
request to the Service. Would you please put me in touch with your FOIA officer so that |
can contact that person to discuss the best way to structure the request? Thanks, and best
regards.

HUNTON E. Carter Chandler Clements
WILLIAMS
Associate
eclements@hunton.com
p 202.955.1504
bio | vCard
Hunton & Williams LLP
2200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20037
hunton.com
Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Clements. E. Carter Chandler
Subject: Re: FOIA Officer
Date: Friday, March 25, 2016 10:27:29 AM

Hi. Our FOIA officer is Sharneka Harvey.

http://www.fws.gov/irm/bpim/foia.html
https://www.doi.gov/foia

Just to clarify, though, if you submit a FOIA I'm the only person who will be responding it...and
responding to FOIAs will divert a great deal of my attention away from the HCP.

When you do submit a request insure it is very specific about time period and records sought, as
there is no such thing as a "standing FOIA."

Thank you,

Ken

On Thu, Mar 24, 2016 at 9:44 AM, Clements, E. Carter Chandler <eclements@hunton.com>
wrote:

Ken,

During our meetings in Naples last week, we talked about submitting a standing FOIA
request to the Service. Would you please put me in touch with your FOIA officer so that |
can contact that person to discuss the best way to structure the request? Thanks, and best

regards.

E. Carter Chandler Clements

HUNTON -

WILLIAMS
Associate
eclements@hunton.com

p 202.955.1504

bio | vCard

Hunton & Williams LLP
2200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20037

hunton.com
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fne;;zy and fenn'&tence will congquer afl tﬂnjw

- ﬁenjamz'n ?nmffz'n


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Hinzman, Roxanna

Cc: Constance Cassler

Subject: Re: FOIA Officer

Date: Friday, March 25, 2016 10:22:12 AM
Will do.

On Fri, Mar 25, 2016 at 10:20 AM, Hinzman, Roxanna <roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov> wrote:
Sharneka Harvey.

http://www.fws.gov/irm/bpim/foia.html
https://www.doi.gov/foia

Be sure they understand that you are the person who will be responding
to the FOIAs and that will divert your attention away from the HCP. Ask
them to be very specific about what they want. Also remind them there
is no such thing as a "standing FOIA." FOIAs require a request for
specific information over a specified time period.

Thanks,
Rox

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288
roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Fri, Mar 25, 2016 at 7:10 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
See below. I'm not sure who our FOIA officer is, but the applicants want access to
materials we're receiving regarding the NEPA process.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Clements, E. Carter Chandler <eclements@hunton.com>
Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2016 at 9:44 AM

Subject: FOIA Officer
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To: "kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov" <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>

Ken,

During our meetings in Naples last week, we talked about submitting a standing FOIA
request to the Service. Would you please put me in touch with your FOIA officer so that
| can contact that person to discuss the best way to structure the request? Thanks, and
best regards.

HUNTON E. Carter Chandler Clements
WILLIAMS

Associate

eclements@hunton.com

p 202.955.1504

bio | vCard

Hunton & Williams LLP
2200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20037

hunton.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fner;z}/ and Jaer&'&tence will conquer aff tﬂnjs
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mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Clements. E. Carter Chandler
Subject: Re: FOIA Officer
Date: Tuesday, March 29, 2016 6:32:10 AM

| realized | didn't provide the contact information for our FOIA Officer. Hereitis:

Sharneka Harvey

Management Analyst/Regional FOIA Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services

Southeast Region, Region 4

1875 Century Blvd. Suite 340

Atlanta, GA 30345

404-679-4018 (Office) 404-679-7309 (Fax)
sharneka_harv WS.gov

On Thu, Mar 24, 2016 at 9:44 AM, Clements, E. Carter Chandler <eclements@hunton.com>
wrote:

Ken,

During our meetings in Naples last week, we talked about submitting a standing FOIA
request to the Service. Would you please put mein touch with your FOIA officer so that |
can contact that person to discuss the best way to structure the request? Thanks, and best

regards.

E. Carter Chandler Clements

HUNTON
WILLIAMS

Associate

eclements@hunton.com

p 202.955.1504

bio | vCard

Hunton & Williams LLP
2200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20037

hunton.com
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http://webdownload.hunton.com/esignature/bio.aspx?U=09980
http://webdownload.hunton.com/esignature/vcard.aspx?U=09980
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Warren, Ken

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Constance Cassler; Kenneth Mcdonald
Subject: Re: FW: Display Boards for Final Approval
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 10:06:29 AM

These boards ook fine to me. Go for it.
Ken Warren

On Thu, Apr 7, 2016 at 9:39 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken — Here are the boards for your review.

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

From: Purcell, Adam
Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2016 11:59 AM

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov> (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov)
Cc: Pride, Tom; Scott, Vickie
Subject: Display Boards for Final Approval

Ken,

Good morning. Attached are the display boards for your final review and approval. If
possible, can you provide any comments by the end of the day today? We need to send the
boards to the print shop with afew daysto print.
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Thanks,

Adam Purcell, AICP
Project Planner, Surface Transportation Planning

D 1-813-906-4637
adam.purcel| @aecom.com

AECOM
7650 West Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aeCcom.com

Twitter | Facebook | Linkedin | Google+

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree." - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @QUSFWSV ERO
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From: Warren, Ken

To: Purcell. Adam

Cc: Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov> (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Pride, Tom
Subject: Re: FW: Eastern Collier HCP EIS Senate and Congress E-Mail Contact

Date: Thursday, April 14, 2016 12:55:58 PM

I'll handle it Adam. Will send email today. Thanks.
On Thu, Apr 14, 2016 at 12:28 PM, Purcell, Adam <adam.purcell @aecom.com> wrote:

Ken/ Ken,

| am receiving afew inquiries from the congressional staffers regarding the scoping meeting

on the 19™. Would you like me to send out the text below under my e-mail to the
congressional / senate pointes of contact?

Thanks,

Adam

From: Purcell, Adam
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 2:12 PM

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov> (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov)
Cc: 'Warren, Ken'; Pride, Tom
Subject: Eastern Collier HCP EIS Senate and Congress E-Mail Contact

Ken,

Good afternoon. Per our discussion on Friday. Attached is alisting of e-mail contacts
for the appropriate US/State Senators and Representatives. Also, below please find
revised text taken from the Agency Scoping Meeting Invitation that went out on

March 301, The text below can be cut and pasted into a USFWS e-mail inviting the
Senators and Representatives to the online meeting. The attached brochure needs to
be included with the e-mail as an attachment.

Any questions or updates, let me know.
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Adam

The purpose of this e-mail isto provide notice that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service)intends to prepare adraft Environmental Impact Statement (dEIS)
related to an anticipated permit application from nine Collier County, Florida
landowners for the incidental take of listed species. The Department of the Army,
through its bureau the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,will be a cooperating agency
in the development of the dEIS.

The dEIS will be prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). The permit application would include an “Eastern Collier Multiple Species
Habitat ConservationPlan” (ECMSHCP) prepared in accordance with the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, asamended (ESA). The ECMSHCP covers approximately
152,124 acres of land in northeasternCollier County and borders Lee and Hendry
counties. The attached information sheet providesadditional details regarding the
landowners, proposed action, and the NEPA and ESA processes. A copy of the
ECMSHCP isavailable at the project website at www.easterncollierHCPES.com.

The Service invites you to attend an online inter-agency scoping meeting from 10:00
am - 12:00 pm, Tuesday, April 19, 2016, to provide input on the EIS scoping process.
During the meetingwe will discuss project component details, obtain input to
understand any issues that your agency believes are important to the EIS analysis, and
review the project schedule. Elected/appointed and Tribal officials and other
interested parties are also welcome to attend the online interagency scoping
meeting. Instructions for accessing the online interagency scoping meeting are
provided below.

Online Inter-Agency Scoping Meseting
Tuesday, April 19, 2016 | 10:00 am - 12:00pm

Meeting number: 592 374 921


http://www.easterncollierhcpes.com/

Audio connection: 1-866-203-6896 Call-in toll-free
number

Conference Code: 576 673 6077

Meeting link: https.//aecom.webex.com/aecom/|.php?
MTID=mcchd893a803e88b2f aaf 0b407ac2dfee

The Service invites written comments on the scope of issues and alternatives to be included
in the draft EIS as well as any other written data, views, or arguments with respect to the
anticipated permit application. Please submit scoping comments to the Service via one of
thebllowing methods:

FAX: 772-562-4288

E-mail: comments-eastcollierhcp@fws.gov
USMail: Comments-Eastern Collier HCP EIS
US Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

We must receive any written comments on or before April 25, 2016.  For further
informationplease contact:

Kenneth McDonald, Project Manager

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdona d@fws.gov


https://aecom.webex.com/aecom/j.php?MTID=mccbd893a803e88b2faaf0b407ac2dfee
https://aecom.webex.com/aecom/j.php?MTID=mccbd893a803e88b2faaf0b407ac2dfee
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We look forward to your participation in the EIS process.

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree." - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO



From: Cassler, Constance

To: Ashleigh Blackford

Cc: Kenneth Mcdonald

Subject: Re: FW: Eastern Collier HCP

Date: Tuesday, April 26, 2016 11:18:53 AM

Thanks Ashleigh. Several others have gotten this message and Ken has aready added it to the comments.

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Tue, Apr 26, 2016 at 7:38 AM, Ashleigh Blackford <ashleigh_blackford@fws.gov>
wrote:

Connie and Ken-

| received this email last night. | am not sure when the comment period closes. | would be happy
to advise him on how to submit his concerns if there is still time.

Please just let me know,

ashleigh

From: Jason Pelszynski [mailto:jpelz2@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2016 9:42 PM

To: ashleigh_blackford@fws.gov
Subject: Eastern Collier HCP

Dear Ashleigh Blackford,


mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov
mailto:ashleigh_blackford@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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mailto:ashleigh_blackford@fws.gov

Regarding the proposed plan to develop tens of thousands of acresin Eastern Collier
County, | strongly disagree with continuing the practice of destruction in these ecologically
sensitive areas of South Florida. There simply isn't enough of it left to support the wildlife
that depends on it for their survival. A major element of the plan is the special permitting of
"Incidental Takes" which allowsindividualsto "harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound,
kill, trap, capture, or collect" a certain number of those animals. What arepulsive
consequence of out of control growth! Why place ten federally listed species and six
additional state listed and unlisted species at such risk for further population loss while their
numbers are already so few? Why have they been placed under any protection at al if we
are just going to turn around and make exemptions to the law when they're deemed an
inconvenience?

It would seem thisinfluential handful of developers and landowners, included among them,
the Vice Chair of the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission, Liesa Priddy,
are looking for quick monetary gains without seeing the big picture. They would be doing
the people of Florida a grave disservice by proceeding with thisfolly.

| hope everyone involved takes thisinto careful consideration as the nature of the
development plan will do much more harm than good. What draws many people to Florida
isthat it isabeautiful state where we are surrounded by unique natural wonders, some of
which are found nowhere else on Earth. Let's do our part to preserve and maintain what is
left of this for the benefit and enjoyment of many future generations to come!

Sincerely,

Jason Pelszynski

(727) 439-2555

2391 Granada Cir West

St. Petersburg, Fl 33712



From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom
Subject: Re: FW: ECMSHCP EIS domain name
Date: Thursday, March 03, 2016 12:47:06 PM

| agree with you ...I like the second one more.

On Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 10:46 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

Below are two options for the project website name. Do you have a preference? We favor
the second one, but wanted to check with you first before we purchaseit.

Michelle is also developing the log-in instructions for the online simul-cast of the public
meeting.

Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

From: Greene, Michelle

Sent: Thursday, March 03, 2016 10:23 AM
To: Pride, Tom

Subject: ECMSHCP EIS domain name


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/

Hey Tom!

Here are two options for the EIS website domain:

e Www.ecmshcpeis.com

e www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com

Let me know your thoughts ©

Michelle Greene
Senior Planner, Transportation, Greater Florida
D +813-636-2125

michelle.greene@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W. Courtney Campbell Causeway
Tampa, FL 33607, USA

T +813-286-1711

aecom.com

Built to deliver a better world

LinkedIn Twitter Facebook Instagram

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Warren, Ken; Cassler, Constance

Cc: Kenneth McDonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Purcell, Adam; Scott, Vickie
Subject: RE: FW: ECPO draft media release

Date: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 3:37:16 PM

Sounds good Ken (Warren). Many thanks if you could just send me a list of who you sent it to (for
the record).

Thanks again. See you Friday for the rehearsal.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Warren, Ken [mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 1:45 PM

To: Cassler, Constance

Cc: Pride, Tom; Kenneth McDonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov)
Subject: Re: FW: ECPO draft media release

| always send them out viae-mail. No Servicelogo. In this case, we should edit the draft and
let me distribute it viaemail like we do other news rel eases.

On Tue, Apr 5, 2016 at 1:37 PM, Cassler, Constance <constance cassler@fws.gov> wrote:
KenW,

Do we usually do mediareleases on Service letterhead? If so, how do we usually handle it?
Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Tue, Apr 5, 2016 at 10:55 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:
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Ken/Ken/Connieg,

Attached is adraft copy of the mediarelease for your review. Ideally, it should be on Service
stationery although it does not have to be. 1f you do want it on Service stationery/letterhead
givemeacall on my cell (813-748-7315) and we can discuss the best way to get it out. We
arefinalizing thelist of recipients and it will include those that you sent us last week.

The flyers were sent to the Collier County Library last Friday. We were required to send them
to the main library who will review it and will subsequently post it at their branch libraries.
(They would not let us post them ourselves at the branch locations.)

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Scott, Vickie

Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 10:28 AM
To: Pride, Tom

Subject: ECPO draft media release

Tom,

Attached is adraft mediarelease for the USFWS public meeting for ECPO. Text isidentical
to the ad for the newspaper. Ideally, it should be on Service stationery. After approval,
maybe the Service could copy the text onto their |etterhead and send us a pdf to distribute to
the media.

Vickie Scott, AICP

Senior Transportation Planner, Transportation, Greater Florida
D +1-813-675-6546

vickie.scott@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 West Courtney Campbell Causeway
Tampa, Florida 33607-1482, USA

T +1-813-286-1711

aecom.com

Built to deliver a better world

LinkedIn Twitter Facebook Instagram

Ken Warren
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Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree.” - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO



From: Warren, Ken

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Kenneth McDonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Constance Cassler (Constance_Cassler@fws.gov)
Subject: Re: FW: ECPO draft media release

Date: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 3:36:56 PM

Attachments: 20160405 ECMSHCP Public Meeting Draft Media Release.docx

All atch is my re-worked version of the draft news release. Pls let me know what you think.
Thanks.
Ken Warren

On Tue, Apr 5, 2016 at 10:55 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken/Ken/Connie,

Attached is adraft copy of the mediarelease for your review. Ideally, it should be on
Service stationery although it does not have to be. If you do want it on Service
stationery/letterhead give me a call on my cell (813-748-7315) and we can discuss the best
way to get it out. We arefinalizing the list of recipients and it will include those that you
sent us last week.

The flyers were sent to the Collier County Library last Friday. We were required to send
them to the main library who will review it and will subsequently post it at their branch
libraries. (They would not let us post them ourselves at the branch locations.)

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com
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US Fish and Wildlife Service Sets Public Meeting on 

Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan



VERO BEACH, Fla. – The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is hosting a public meeting to gather inputs that will help develop the Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (ECMSHCP).  The meeting is set for April 12, 2016, from 5 to 7 p.m. at University of Florida/Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences Collier County Extension, 14700 Immokalee Road, Naples, Fla. 

This meeting is free and open to the public.  Its primary purpose is to gather information under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) necessary to prepare a draft environmental impact statement (dEIS) related to an anticipated permit application from nine Collier County, Fla., landowners (prospective applicants) for the incidental take of federally listed species.  The permit application would include the ECMSHCP prepared in accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act).  

Federally-listed species covered by the ECMSHCP include Florida scrub jay, northern crested caracara, wood stork, red-cockaded woodpecker, snail kite, eastern indigo snake, Florida bonneted bat, Florida panther, gopher tortoise (candidate species), and eastern diamondback rattlesnake (under review).  

Related documents are available for public inspection by appointment during normal business hours here in Vero Beach at the South Florida Ecological Services Office at 1339 20th Street.  Participants also have the option of attending a concurrent online meeting.  Instructions for accessing the online meeting are posted on the project website at: www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com.  Documents and other project information are also available at: www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com.  

[bookmark: _GoBack]Habitat conservation plans are planning documents required as part of an application for an incidental take permit. They describe the anticipated effects of the proposed taking; how those impacts will be minimized, or mitigated; and how the HCP is to be funded.

For further information contact:  Ken Warren, Public Affairs Officer, South Florida Ecological Services Office, (772) 469-4323 or ken_warren@fws.gov. 



	


From: Scott, Vickie

Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 10:28 AM
To: Pride, Tom

Subject: ECPO draft media release

Tom,

Attached is adraft mediarelease for the USFWS public meeting for ECPO. Text isidentical
to the ad for the newspaper. Ideally, it should be on Service stationery. After approval,
maybe the Service could copy the text onto their |etterhead and send us a pdf to distribute to
the media.

Vickie Scott, AICP

Senior Transportation Planner, Transportation, Greater Florida
D +1-813-675-6546

vickie.scott@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 West Courtney Campbell Causeway
Tampa, Florida 33607-1482, USA

T +1-813-286-1711

aecom.com

Built to deliver a better world

LinkedIn Twitter Facebook Instagram

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree." - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Warren, Ken

Cc: Kenneth McDonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Constance Cassler (Constance_Cassler@fws.gov); Scott,
_Vickie; Purcell, Adam

Subject: RE: FW: ECPO draft media release

Date: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 4:00:14 PM

Ken (Warren) — looks great!

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Warren, Ken [mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 3:37 PM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Kenneth McDonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov); Constance Cassler (Constance_Cassler@fws.gov)
Subject: Re: FW: ECPO draft media release

All atch is my re-worked version of the draft news release. Pls et me know what you think.
Thanks.
Ken Warren

On Tue, Apr 5, 2016 at 10:55 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:
Ken/Ken/Connie,

Attached is adraft copy of the mediarelease for your review. Ideally, it should be on Service
stationery although it does not have to be. 1f you do want it on Service stationery/letterhead
give me acall on my cell (813-748-7315) and we can discuss the best way to get it out. We
arefinalizing thelist of recipients and it will include those that you sent us last week.

The flyers were sent to the Collier County Library last Friday. We were required to send them
to the main library who will review it and will subsequently post it at their branch libraries.
(They would not let us post them ourselves at the branch locations.)

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com
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From: Scott, Vickie

Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 10:28 AM
To: Pride, Tom

Subject: ECPO draft media release

Tom,

Attached is adraft mediarelease for the USFWS public meeting for ECPO. Text isidentical
to the ad for the newspaper. Ideally, it should be on Service stationery. After approval,
maybe the Service could copy the text onto their |etterhead and send us a pdf to distribute to
the media.

Vickie Scott, AICP

Senior Transportation Planner, Transportation, Greater Florida
D +1-813-675-6546

vickie.scott@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 West Courtney Campbell Causeway
Tampa, Florida 33607-1482, USA

T +1-813-286-1711

aecom.com

Built to deliver a better world

LinkedIn Twitter Facebook Instagram

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree." - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO
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From: Warren, Ken

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Constance Cassler; Kenneth Mcdonald
Subject: Re: FW: Meeting materials for approval
Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 10:10:18 AM
Tom,

These look fineto me. But I'd suggest adding another column to the sign-in sheet where
attendees have option of adding an email address.

Also, isthere going to be a drop box where people can put their written comments?
Thanks.
Ken Warren

On Thu, Apr 7, 2016 at 9:39 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:

Ken — here are the other meeting materials for your review.

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

From: Scott, Vickie
Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2016 1:24 PM

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov> (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov)

Cc: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam
Subject: Meeting materials for approval

Ken,


mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Attached for your review are the draft sign-in sheet, comment form (double-sided), and table
signs. We will print these in-house, and would like to print on Friday. How many copies of
the comment form do you think we need for the meeting? We were thinking 300. Thanks.

Vickie Scott, AICP

Senior Transportation Planner, Transportation, Greater Florida
D +1-813-675-6546

vickie.scott@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 West Courtney Campbell Causeway
Tampa, Florida 33607-1482, USA

T +1-813-286-1711

aecom.com

Built to deliver a better world

LinkedIn Twitter Facebook Instagram

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree.” - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @QUSFWSV ERO


mailto:vickie.scott@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
http://www.linkedin.com/company/aecom_15656
http://twitter.com/AECOM
http://www.facebook.com/AecomTechnologyCorporation
http://instagram.com/aecom

From: Pride, Tom

To: Warren, Ken

Cc: Constance Cassler; Kenneth Mcdonald; Purcell, Adam; Scott, Vickie
Subject: RE: FW: Meeting materials for approval

Date: Thursday, April 07, 2016 10:38:50 AM

Also, we will have comment drop boxes —one on each comment table.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Pride, Tom

Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2016 10:18 AM

To: '"Warren, Ken'

Cc: Constance Cassler; Kenneth Mcdonald; Purcell, Adam; Scott, Vickie
Subject: RE: FW: Meeting materials for approval

Thanks Ken. We will add the email address column but list it as optional. Many times folks are
reluctant to leave an email (they think they will get spammed), but we agree that we should have
the column for those who do want to leave their email. Plus, it is good to have the email addresses
for future correspondence with some of the attendees.

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Warren, Ken [mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2016 10:10 AM

To: Pride, Tom
Cc: Constance Cassler; Kenneth Mcdonald
Subject: Re: FW: Meeting materials for approval

Tom,

These look fineto me. But I'd suggest adding another column to the sign-in sheet where
attendees have option of adding an email address.

Also, isthere going to be a drop box where people can put their written comments?
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Thanks.
Ken Warren

On Thu, Apr 7, 2016 at 9:39 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:
Ken — here are the other meeting materials for your review.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Scott, Vickie
Sent: Wednesday, April 06, 2016 1:24 PM

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov> (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov)

Cc: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam
Subject: Meeting materials for approval

Ken,

Attached for your review are the draft sign-in sheet, comment form (double-sided), and table
signs. We will print these in-house, and would like to print on Friday. How many copies of
the comment form do you think we need for the meeting? We were thinking 300. Thanks.

Vickie Scott, AICP

Senior Transportation Planner, Transportation, Greater Florida
D +1-813-675-6546

vickie.scott@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 West Courtney Campbell Causeway
Tampa, Florida 33607-1482, USA

T +1-813-286-1711

aecom.com

Built to deliver a better world

LinkedIn Twitter Facebook Instagram

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street
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Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407
Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree.” - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO



From: Les Alderman

To: "Mcdonald, Kenneth"

Subject: RE: FW: Scoping Event for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Date: Friday, April 15, 2016 8:38:23 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Kenneth:

No problem at all, | can just imagine how busy you are, especially with all this going on.

I look forward to the opportunity to meet and work with you on this and other projects you may be
assigned.

Warmest regards and best wishes,
Respectfully,

Les

Leslie D. Alderman, Jr.

Founder and Managing Member
Florida Panther Conservation, LLC
6118 Deer Run

Fort Myers, Florida 33908

Phone: 239 633-8375
lesa@pantherconservation.com

FLORIDA PANTHER
CONSERVATION

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]

Sent: Friday, April 15, 2016 7:50 AM

To: Les Alderman

Subject: Re: FW: Scoping Event for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you Les, | received your letter, just give me afew days to put together a response.

On Thu, Apr 14, 2016 at 10:28 AM, Les Alderman <lesa@pantherconservation.com> wrote:
Kenneth:

With apologies, | typed your surname incorrectly. A continuing problem as|
get older!

Les
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Ledlie D. Alderman, Jr.

Founder and Managing Member
Florida Panther Conservation, LLC
6118 Deer Run

Fort Myers, Florida 33908

Phone: 239 633-8375

|esa@pantherconservation.com

----- Original Message-----

From: Les Alderman [mailto:|aldermanl3@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 11:13 AM

To: roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov; victoria foster@fws.gov;

kenneth macdonal d@fws.gov
Subject: Scoping Event for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Roxanna:
Looking forward to talking with you next week.
Respectfully,

Les

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerjy and- Jaenn'stence will conquer afl tﬁvz'njs
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To
ce ‘Kenneth Modonald: Constance Cassler

Subject: Re: FW: Undeliverable: Scoping Meeting; Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Draft HCP
Date: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 3:38:29 PM.

Attachments:

Hi Les! I am SO sorry.

Long story short - the contractor staffer who originally set up the webinar left the company. When they discovered that the link wasn't going to work, we sent out a correction letter to everyone we formally
notified about the webinar. My apologies if you weren't on the original notification or didn't receive the correction. Our compounding mistake was that we failed to update our internal google calendar invite to
our staff. So if your heads up was from one of our staff, you didn't get an update - and neither did they!

The good news is that the presentation and comments from last week's public meeting are on the web site. The presentation today was essentially the same with some very modifications for clarification
(based on questions and comments received at the meeting). Please take a look at it. If you have specific questions or comments please submit them via one of the methods available. If you have questions
that you need answered before you can comment, please let Ken McDonald know (he is cc'd here).

You can view last week's presentation here - and | believe they will put today's up as well.
http://easterncollierhcpeis.com/

Keep in mind this is big picture "here are the issues you need to be scoping" and "here are some additional data or ideas that can inform the process" for this initial NEPA scoping effort. There will be another
opportunity for public comments when the draft EIS is ready. So this isn't the only opportunity for public comment.

Again, our sincere apologies for this morning's snafu. We wasted your time, and | regret that more than | can tell you.

Rox

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288

roxanna_hinzm

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Apr 19, 2016 at 1:22 PM, Les Alderman <lesa@pantherconservation.com> wrote:
Rosanna

Sorry about the typo! It is what happens when you hurry!

Les

Leslie D. Alderman, Jr.

Founder and Managing Member
Florida Panther Conservation, LLC
6118 Deer Run

Fort Myers, Florida 33908

Phone: 239 633-8375

FLORIDA PANTHER
CONSERVATION

qov]

From: a
Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 12:00 PM
To:

o: n
Subject: Undeliverable: Scoping Meeting; Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Draft HCP

Delivery has failed to these recipients or groups:

Ioxanna_heinzman@ws.gov
The e-mail address you entered couldn't be found. Please check the recipient's e-mail address and try to resend the message. If the problem continues, please contact your helpdesk.

Diagnostic information for administrators

Generating server: doi.net

roxanna_heinzman@fws.gov
ADR R

#5560 5.1.1 RESOL!

not found ## : Qo

Original message headers:

Received: fron ifwdarl-relay fws.gov (164.159.202.10) by isvdenrexht02.doi.gov
(10.85.30.205) with Microsoft SWTP Server id 14.2.342.3; Tue, 19 Apr 2016
10:00:07 -0600

ived: fron ifudbct-sntp_in.fus.doi.net (ifwdbct-smtp_in.fus. doi.net

[10.100.174.170]) by ifwdarl-relay.fus.gov (Postfix) with ESITP id

Tue, 19 Apr 2016 10:00:06 -0600

R

D3854157544  for <

QDT
Received: fron gsmtp2l.doi.gov (unknown [10.10.134.15]) by
ifwdbct-smtp_in.fws. net (Postfix) th ESMTP id E3FEC49ED82 for

<roxanna_heinzman@fws.gov>; Tue, 19 Apr 2016 10:00:02 -0600 (MDT)

ved: from mail-pf0-f197.google.com (209.85.192.197) by gsmtp21.doi.gov

(137.227.134.15) with Microsoft SWTP Server (TLS) id 14.2.347.0; Tue, 19 Apr

2016 11:02:11 -0500

Received: by mail-pf0-f197.google.con
for <roxanna_heinzman@fus.gov

Rect

ith SWTP id c20s036346201pfc.2
Tue, 19 Apr 2016 08:59:59 -0700 (PDT)

-Stat

X-Gm-Message:
AOPraFVYaulxZ0dPK3CEg6IXLONSkaRNDNX JQMBALDSH1KSYXXSy2vCQWZX3RGC I 2CycHE/ 1ul 7Th3kbF
th SWTP id b199mr5075812pfb.49.1461081598724;

/8BEUVFaRV25vpU44kqBbwkgam; +w==

N7XdVzuwk 18cASWO7gOBON

ktiZi 2wrkgentgDOgOyNG3TDS 10p/4FXL/AVRNt+7ZEtZOPVUSGi

nAX9zrk53emtagBwlgTATN

X-Received: by 10.98.27.208
Tue, 19 Apr 2016 08:59:58 -0700 (PDT)

X-Received: by 10.98.27.208 with SMTP id b199mr5075588pfh.49.1461081596796;
Tue, 19 Apr 2016 08:59:56 -0700 (PDT)

Received: from onta2.brinkster.con (omta2.brinkster.com. [65.182.109.1017)
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http://gsmtp21.doi.gov/
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x64s112318703pfi .208.2016.04.19.08.59.55; Tue, 19 Apr 2016 08:59:56

-0700 (PDT)

Received-SPF: neutral (google.com: 65.182.109.101 is neither permitted nor denied by best guess record for domain of lesaBpantherconservation.com) client-ip=65.182.109.101;

Authentication-Result

mx.google.com;

s record for domain of onservation.com) smtp.mailfr

onser

ion.com

spf=neutral (google.com: 65.182.109.101 is neither permitted nor denied by best gue

Received: fron localhost (localhost.localdonain [127.0.0.1]) by
omta2_brinkster.com (Postfix) with ESW
08:58:32 -0700 (MST)

id 23A882821F8;  Tue, 19 Apr 2016

canned: amavisd-n

rus-S

w at omta2.brinkster.com

Received: from omta2.brinkster.com ([127.0.0.1]) by localhost
(omta2.brinkster.com [127.0.0.1]) (amavisd-new, port 10024)
MOAKoVyJwj1k; Tue, 19 Apr 2016 08:58:21 -0700 (MST)
Received: fron mtaS.brinkster.com (unknown [65.182.109.841) by

omta2. brinkster.com (Postfix) with ESMTPS id 72342281C88;  Tue, 19 Apr 2016
08:58:21 -0700 (MST)

th ESMTP id

Received: from localhost (localhost.localdomain [127.0.0.1]) by

mta5_brinkster.com (Postfix) with ESMTP id SFBCCDA6; Tue, 19 Apr 2016
08:59:46 -0700 (MST)

X-Virus-Scanned: amavisd-new at mtas.brinkster.com

Received: fron mta.brinkster.con ([127.0.0.1]) by localhost

th ESNTP id

(mtas.brinkster.con [127.0.0.1]) (anavisd-new, port 10024)
25F+r22fbokV; Tue, 19 Apr 2016 08:59:44 -0700 (MST)
Received: fron LesAldernantP2 (c=50-154-80-60.hsd1.fl.concast.net
[50.154.80.60]) by mtaS.brinkster.com (Postfix) with ESWTPA id DF4

19 Apr 2016 08:59:43 -0700 (MST)
<lesafipantherconservation. con>
0: "*Foster, \ ** <victoria_foster8fus.gov-,

<kenneth qov-,

From: Les Alderman

Subject ping Meeting; Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Draft HCP

Date: Tue, 19 Apr 2016 11:59:37 -0400
Vessage-1D: <002b01d19a54$7927¢00$6dd conser con>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related;

boundary=" - NextPart_000_002C_01D19A32.F2E325F0"

er: Microsoft Outlook 14.0

Thread-Index: AdGaVHki8BpmGBO9TZqZgZFs35vZIQ==
Content-Language: en-us

X-FailoverRoute: 1

X-Gm-Spam: 0

X-G

hy: 0
Return-Path: lesafpantherconservation.con

Original-Recipient: rfc822:roxanna_heinzman@fws.gov

Final-Recipient: rfc822:roxanna_heinzman@fws.gov

Action: failed

Status: 5.1.1

Diagnostic-Code: smtp;550 5.1.1 RESOLVER.ADR.RecipNotFound; not found

lesa@pantherconservation.com>
To: "'Foster, Victoria" <victoria f jov>, <Constance ¢ ov>, <kenneth T jov>, <roxanna_heif jov
Cc:
Date: Tue, 19 Apr 2016 11:59:37 -0400
Subject: Scoping Meeting; Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Draft HCP

All:

Well, I'm certain that everyone’s morning has been interesting, if not exciting!!

To be honest, I'm not sure if it was me or there were other issues. The long and short of it isthat | wasn't able to hear or see anything, if anything was presented!

In an effort to help, | thought | would give you awrap up of what | experienced and saw.

Asaprecaution, | pulled up the url that was on the web page and on the literature about 25 minutes early (I wasn't sure how long it would take to log in to the system). Thelog in was fairly routine and self-explanatory.

The system made you wait until afew minutes (I think 5 but it could have been more) prior to the official start time, before you were actually ableto join the site.

So | joined the site about 5 minutes before the scheduled start time. The host was to be Michelle Greene and the meeting number was 593 525 539. There were several people logged on as well as others on the phone.

Sometime after 1000 and after several minutes of silence and the meeting didn't appear to start (probably 1010) | dialed into the audio system to insure that | could at |east hear what was being said. The prompt was that the host had not joined yet, please stay

tuned. After probably 10 minutes or so the prompt was the host had not joined and please call back and then it disconnected me.

At that time, | started to worry and tried to contact Connie, Kenneth or Victoria.

Victoriaanswered with several emails, including one with a different url, which | logged on to. That too showed that the host had not logged on. The host for this version was to be Adam Purcell and the meeting number was 592 374 921. | wasthe only

participant and the system tried to make me the host!!!

So | switched back to the original url and many of the original participants had disconnected.

Subsequently, | tried logging on to both presentations but each time the message was the host had not signed in.

| called the only outside participant that | know well to find out if he was ever able hear or see anything; the answer was no.

Asyou all know, thisisan important issue! Not only as Habitat Conservation Bankers, but as citizensin Southwest Florida. | have deep seated concerns about this HCP especially as it appears to be using the same lands as have been previously used in the

Collier County Rural Lands Stewardship Plan.

‘Would you please consider doing another internet version of the Scoping Meeting and reconsider extending the comment period?

Respectfully,

Les
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I know that

LedieD. Alderman, Jr.

Founder and Managing Member
Florida Panther Conservation, LLC
6118 Deer Run

Fort Myers, Florida 33908

Phone: 239 633-8375
lesa@pantherconservation.com

FLORIDA PANTHER
CONSERVATION
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From: Elizabeth Fleming

To: “Nancy Payton”; "StoltsAnthony"
Cc: McClearyMark (MarkMcCleary@colliergov.net); KrisVanLengen@colliergov.net; JenkinsAnita

(AnitaJenkins@colliergov.net); kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov; Daniel. Smith@ucf.edu; Land, Darrell
(Darrell.Land@MyFWC.com); CSpilker (cspilker@collierenterprises.com); "Setchell, Brent"

Subject: RE: FWF Comments on Bridge Replacements/Wildlife Ledges in Eastern Collier County
Date: Wednesday, March 23, 2016 7:57:01 AM
Nancy

Excellent suggestions and well timed.
Elizabeth

Elizabeth Fleming

Senior Representative, Florida
Defenders of Wildlife

3637 Fourth Street North, Suite 230

St Petersburg, Florida 33704

Tel: 727/823-3888 / Fax: 727/823-3873
Cell: 727/410-0455

efleming(@defenders.org
www.defenders.org

From: Nancy Payton [mailto:nancypayton@fwfonline.org]

Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 9:30 PM

To: 'StoltsAnthony' <AnthonyStolts@colliergov.net>

Cc: McClearyMark (MarkMcCleary@colliergov.net) <MarkMcCleary@colliergov.net>;
KrisVanLengen@colliergov.net; JenkinsAnita (Anitalenkins@colliergov.net)
<Anitalenkins@colliergov.net>; kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov; Daniel.Smith@ucf.edu; Land, Darrell
(Darrell.Land@MyFWC.com) <Darrell.Land@MyFWC.com>; CSpilker
(cspilker@collierenterprises.com) <cspilker@collierenterprises.com>; 'Setchell, Brent'
<Brent.Setchell@dot.state.fl.us>

Subject: FWF Comments on Bridge Replacements/Wildlife Ledges in Eastern Collier County

Anthony,

Attached please find Florida Wildlife Federation’ s |etter requesting terrestrial
wildlife ledges

under certain bridges east of SR29 in Collier County.

If you need additional information or have questions, please contact me. | am
glad to help.

Nancy
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From: Justin Saarinen

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth

Subject: Re: GIS data request

Date: Friday, April 29, 2016 4:39:56 PM
Ken,

Thanks for the prompt email with additional information. | certainly understand the sensitivity
of some of the requested data.

We are looking for the best data to tell an accurate story about the HCP EIS.

Hope you have a nice weekend.

Justin A. Saarinen, GISP

Research Scientist

Adjunct Professor of Geography
Environmental Studies Program

New College of Florida

office: PMC #121 (27.384905, -82.559938)

phone: (941) 487-4297
mobile: (352) 514-6013

"It takes an extraordinary intelligence to contemplate the obvious."
— Alfred North Whitehead

On Apr 29, 2016, at 3:03 PM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Justin,

At the moment the map datafor "covered lands’, " preservation/plan wide
activities', "very low density”, "base zoning", "prior federal permitting initiated",
and "eligible for HCP inclusion™ is being revised by the applicants - so what we
have in hand is not accurate. Once they make the revised map products available
tous!'ll let you know.

Also, we don't have any spatial data regarding any specific projects the applicants
may be considering in the "covered activities' areas, or for that matter any
information regarding any specific, planned development in these areas ...or if
they are even considering specific projects... beyond the one they've announced,
themselves, to the public.

Specifically, we are aware one development "Rural Lands West" has been
proposed at the county level. However, it has yet to reach our office for review.
I'm certain it will, eventually, because it appearsto fall within the proposed HCP
footprint. But at this moment in time we have no spatial data or other information
regarding that development -though the applicants have informed the public of
their intention to pursue permitting for it at the county level. Again, when the
data regarding that project or any other is made available to us, we'll let you
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know.

Asto therest of the data you are looking for: you can obtain base zoning and
Rural Lands Stewardship Area Program shapefiles directly from the Collier
County government (We still have to go there and get that data, ourselves). And
where location information regarding threatened and endangered speciesis
concerned - | will have to go to the species recovery leads to identify the data
you are requesting and what use restrictions may be in place. The latter point is
important as some may come with restrictions that preclude release. I'll check
into it and seewhat | dig up.

Ken

On Fri, Apr 29, 2016 at 2:02 PM, Justin Saarinen <jsaarinen@ncf.edu> wrote:
Dear Ms. Kelso,

This is a request for GIS data associated with the Eastern Collier HCP
EIS. Would you please provide links to GIS data downloads (shapefiles)
or map services (REST) for any mapped endangered species
observation/interaction/mortality or habitat within northeast Collier
County including the extent of the City of Naples to 5 miles north of
Dinner Island Ranch WMA. This is also a request for all GIS planning
development data in the ECMSHCP including the development project
boundary, "covered lands", "preservation/plan wide activities", "very
low density", "base zoning", "prior federal permitting initiated", "eligible
for HCP inclusion®, "rural land stewardship™. "existing conservation
lands".

In short, we would like the geospatial data to re-create this map and
possibly include this data.

Please let me know whether these data are readily available to us. If
not, please let us know whom we may contact or for how long you
estimate their availability to the public.

With much appreciation for your service,

Justin A. Saarinen, GISP
Research Scientist

Adjunct Instructor of Geography
Environmenta Studies Program
New College of Florida

office: PMC #121 (27.384905, -82.559938)
phone: (941) 487-4297

mobile: (352) 514-6013

"It takes an extraordinary intelligence to contemplate the obvious."

— Alfred North Whitehead


mailto:jsaarinen@ncf.edu
http://easterncollierhcpeis.com/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/ECPO-EIS-Scoping-Brochure-v19.pdf
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: DiPalma, Shana

Subject: Re: GIS data request

Date: Wednesday, May 04, 2016 8:52:13 AM
Awesome!

Things are going great! How about you? Hope you're staying dry in this weather!
I'll let Mr. Saarinen know where he can access the data we have.
Thank you!

On Wed, May 4, 2016 at 8:46 AM, DiPalma, Shana <shana_dipal ma@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Ken,

Hows it going? Most of our data can be released to the public. We don't give out den data
and some nest locations. | like to send out the link to the FWC quick maps site when they
ask for alarge amount of species data:

http://atoll.floridamarine.org/Quickmaps/QM_wildlifehab.html

This site has data available for download in KMZ format.

When we send out our datawe normally don't clip any data, just send out a copy of the
original file zipped. It lookslike he wants all of the data we have listed on our GIS request
section of our website. We can send out any data he still needs that cant be accessed from
the FWC site.

http://www.fws.gov/verobeach/GI S.html

I'll talk to Steve Glass today about the covered lands data.

Shana

On Tue, May 3, 2016 at 9:09 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov>
wrote:

Good morning Shana,

Asyou see below we have arequest for spatial data. I've explained to Justin that the data
he's requesting specific to the project isn't available, yet, or can be found through other
portals.

But | do have a question about the data he's requesting for listed species. At my previous
office some records came with usage restrictions; others weren't releasable because it was
deemed a danger to the species for location information to be handed out.

What do you make of this request, and, can we comply with it?

Ken
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---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Justin Saarinen <jsaarinen@ncf.edu>
Date: Fri, Apr 29, 2016 at 2:02 PM

Subject: GIS data request

To: leeann_kelso@fws.gov
Cc: kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov, Katlyn McCoy <katlyn.mccoyl4@nct.edu>

Dear Ms. Kelso,

This is a request for GIS data associated with the Eastern Collier HCP EIS. Would
you please provide links to GIS data downloads (shapefiles) or map services
(REST) for any mapped endangered species observation/interaction/mortality or
habitat within northeast Collier County including the extent of the City of Naples
to 5 miles north of Dinner Island Ranch WMA. This is also a request for all GIS
planning development data in the ECMSHCP including the development project
boundary, "covered lands", "preservation/plan wide activities", "very low

density"”, "base zoning", "prior federal permitting initiated", "eligible for HCP
inclusion”, "rural land stewardship™. "existing conservation lands".

In short, we would like the geospatial data to re-create this map and possibly
include this data.

Please let me know whether these data are readily available to us. If not, please
let us know whom we may contact or for how long you estimate their availability
to the public.

With much appreciation for your service,

Justin A. Saarinen, GISP
Research Scientist

Adjunct Instructor of Geography
Environmental Studies Program
New College of Florida

office: PMC #121 (27.384905, -82.559938)
phone: (941) 487-4297

mobile: (352) 514-6013

"It takes an extraordinary intelligence to contemplate the obvious."

— Alfred North Whitehead

Kenneth McDonad

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
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Shana DiPalma

Cartographer, Everglades South Team
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
Vero Beach, FL

772-469-4277 - FWS office Vero Beach
716-425-5500 - cell number

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Cassler, Constance

To: Tipton, Heather

Cc: Kenneth Mcdonald

Subject: Re: google link to East Collier HCP
Date: Thursday, March 10, 2016 8:14:37 AM

Sure. I'll find it and send it again.

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Wed, Mar 9, 2016 at 7:30 PM, Tipton, Heather <heather_tipton@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Connie and Ken,

| can't find an email with the google doc link for the East Collier HCP - can one of you
please resend?

Many thanks,
Heather

Heather Tipton

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
phone - (772) 643-2903
heather_tipton@fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: CSpilker (cspilker@collierenterprises.com); Purcell, Adam
Subject: Re: Half Circle L Ranch

Date: Friday, March 18, 2016 12:59:55 PM

I'm not sure. | think that's an ask we have of Christian.

On Fri, Mar 18, 2016 at 12:46 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken or Christian,

Did we ever determine if Half CircleL isin or out at thispoint? Just trying to nail down the
number of landowners in the various Public Meeting documents (brochure, PowerPoint,
Agency Invitation letter).

Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead

D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Kevin Godsea
Subject: Re: HCP files
Date: Wednesday, May 04, 2016 11:24:23 AM

The consultants got pulled away for another project, but we're supposed to get the updated

shapefiles at the end of the month.

On Fri, Apr 29, 2016 at 6:49 PM, Kevin Godsea <kevin_godsea@fws.gov> wrote:

Ken,

Do you have shapefiles for the HCP areathat | can use?

Sent from my iPhone

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: BrownAraqueSummer

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Subject: RE: HCP Scoping comments - location to UPLOAD documents?
Date: Friday, April 22, 2016 12:35:45 PM

Hi Ken,

| compressed the documents and emailed to comments-eastcollier hcp@fws.gov and copied you.
Please let me know whether you received.

Also, | plan on being at the BCC on Tuesday. | understand you will be presenting.
Have a nice weekend!

Summer B. Araque

Principal Environmental Specialist
Environmental Planning Supervisor
Engineering & Natural Resources Division
Phone: 239-252-6290

Collier County
T W e —

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]

Sent: Friday, April 22, 2016 10:53 AM

To: BrownAragueSummer <SummerBrownAraque@colliergov.net>

Cc: Hinzman, Roxanna <roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov>; Constance Cassler
<constance_cassler@fws.gov>

Subject: Re: HCP Scoping comments - location to UPLOAD documents?

Hi Summer,

Thank you for al of the datain advance! The fact that you emailed me it's coming keeps
whatever you send in the record. Unfortunately, the way the USFWS dropbox feature works
we can't invite others from outside of the agency in to upload documents. However, if you
were to set one up of your own (in google for example) and you were to provide me with
accesstoit, | can download what you have for us from there. Alternatively you can burn what
you haveto adisk (or disks) and mail or ship, asyou prefer. Like | said, the fact that you've
notified usit's coming keeps what you send in the record for scoping regardless of when it
arrives.

Ken

On Fri, Apr 22, 2016 at 10:11 AM, BrownAragueSummer
<SummerBrownArague@calliergov.net> wrote:
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Roxanna or Ken,

Do you have a site where | can upload documents, such as a dropbox?

Staff’s Scoping comments include several related studies that are too large to email.

| can try to zip the files, but thought | would check with you on the dropbox concept in case
zipping the files does not work.

I will be providing website links where possible.

Regards,

Summer B. Araque

Principal Environmental Specialist
Environmental Planning Supervisor
Engineering & Natural Resources Division
Phone: 239-252-6290

From: Hinzman, Roxanna [mailto:roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 18, 2016 11:25 AM

To: BrownAraqueSummer <SummerBrownArague@colliergov.net>; Kenneth Mcdonald

<kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>
Cc: WeeksDavid <DavidWeeks@colliergov.net>; Constance Cassler <constance_cassler@fws.gov>
Subject: Re: HCP notice update

Thank you! | have cc'd Ken McDonald who is our POC so that he can
coordinate with you. Ken is very responsive, but if for some reason you
can't reach Ken and have an urgent need, please let me or Connie
know.

Regards,

Roxanna

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288
roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov
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NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Mon, Apr 18, 2016 at 10:28 AM, BrownAragueSummer

<SummerBrownArague@colliergov.net> wrote:

Hi Roxanna— | am the Point of Contact with Collier County Growth Management
Department to gather comments to provide to your agency for the ECM SHCP scoping.
We will be attending the online meeting April 19 and provide you with comments by
Monday, April 25. Can you please add meto your distribution list for any notices, such
as the one attached?

Please keep David Weeks on your list aswell as heisakey staff person. Thanks!

Summer B. Araque

Principal Environmental Specialist
Environmental Planning Super visor
Engineering & Natural Resources Division
Phone: 239-252-6290

Collier County
S . T el

From: WeeksDavid

Sent: Monday, April 18, 2016 10:09 AM

To: BrownAragueSummer <SummerBrownA rague@colliergov.net>
Subject: HCP notice update

Just in case you didn’t receive this UPDATED notice

Under Florida Law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a public
records request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or in writing.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
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From: jennifer hecker

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: amber crooks

Subject: Re: HCP Update

Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2016 10:11:42 AM

| just entered a meeting but hopefully Amber is available and can call you shortly. Thanks
Ken, Jennifer

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 30, 2016, at 10:08 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov> wrote:

Good Wednesday to you both,

| tried your respective phones and left a message, hoping to catch you guys before
| went out of the office for the afternoon and tomorrow for meetings to update
you all on where we are on the HCP. Hopefully one or both of you will get this
and be able to get back to me before 11am.

Thank you,

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerjy and- c7:venn'&l?ence will conquer afl tﬁ;'njs
- »Eenjamin ?nmkdfin


mailto:jenniferh@conservancy.org
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:amberc@conservancy.org
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Pride, Tom

To: Warren, Ken

Cc: Constance Cassler; Kenneth Mcdonald; Purcell, Adam; Scott, Vickie; Mayo, Jim; Levy, Dan

Subject: Re: Heads Up: US Fish & Wildlife Service Sets Public Meeting on Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan

Date: Wednesday, April 06, 2016 10:25:12 AM

Thanks Ken!

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 6, 2016, at 10:03 AM, Warren, Ken <ken warren@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Tom,
| just sent out below news release this morning.
It went to:

Naples Daily News (Eric Staats)

Ft Myers News Press (Kevin Lollar and Chad Gillis)
The Ledger (Tom Palmer)

Miami Herald (Jenny Staletovich)

South Florida Sun Sentinel (David Fleshler)
Tamp Bay Times (Craig Pittman)

Sarasota Herald Tribune (Zac Anderson)

Palm Beach Post (Metro Desk)

Orlando Sentinel (Kevin Spear)

WGCU Radio (Amy Tardiff)

Naples Florida Weekly (News Editor Desk)
WBBH TV (NBC) Channel 2 (Assignment Desk)
WZVN TV (ABC) Channel 7 (Assignment Desk)
WINK TV (CBS) Channel 11 (Assignment Desk)
WFTX (Fox) Channel 4 (Assignment Desk)

No call backs so far.
Ken Warren

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Warren, Ken <ken_warren@fws.gov>

Date: Wed, Apr 6, 2016 at 9:40 AM

Subject: Heads Up: US Fish & Wildlife Service Sets Public Meeting on Eastern
Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan

To:

News Release
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

April 6, 2016

Contact: Ken Warren, (772)469-4323,
ken warren@fws.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Sets Public M eeting on

Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan

VERO BEACH, Fla. — The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) is hosting a
public meeting to gather input that will help develop the Eastern Collier Multiple
Species Habitat Conservation Plan (ECMSHCP). The meeting is set for
Tuesday, April 12, 2016, from 5to 7 p.m. at University of Florida/l nstitute of
Food and Agricultural Sciences Collier County Extension, 14700 Immokalee
Road, Naples, Fla.

This meeting is free and open to the public. Persons attending the meeting will be
allowed to make oral comments during the comment portion of the meeting.

Each commenter will be allowed up to two minutes. Commenters will not be
allowed to defer or transfer their time to another commenter.

The information is being gathered under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and is needed to prepare a draft environmental impact statement (dEIS)
related to an anticipated permit application from nine Collier County, Fla.,
landowners (prospective applicants) for the incidental take of federally listed
species. The permit application would include the ECM SHCP prepared in
accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended.

The Service also will accept written comments at the meeting. Any comments
received after the public meeting must be in writing and sent to the Service via
one of these methods:

Fax: 512-490-0974


mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov

Email: comments-eastcollierhcp@fws.gov

U.S. Mail: Comments—Eastern Collier HCP EIS, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office, 1339 20th Street, Vero Beach,
Florida 32960-3559

Federally-listed species covered by the ECM SHCP include the Florida scrub jay,
northern crested caracara, wood stork, red-cockaded woodpecker, snail kite,
eastern indigo snake, Florida bonneted bat, Florida panther, gopher tortoise
(candidate species), and eastern diamondback rattlesnake (under review).

Related documents are available for public inspection by appointment during
normal business hours here in Vero Beach at the South Florida Ecological
Services Office at 1339 20th Street. Participants also have the option of
attending a concurrent online meeting on April 12. Instructions for accessing the
online meeting are posted on the project website at:
www.easterncolliertHCPEIS.com. Documents and other project information are
also available at: www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com.

Habitat conservation plans are planning documents required as part of an
application for an incidental take permit. They describe the anticipated effects of
the proposed taking; how those impacts will be minimized, or mitigated; and how
the HCP is to be funded.

For further information contact: Ken Warren, Public Affairs Officer, South
Florida Ecological Services Office, (772) 469-4323 or ken_warren@fws.gov.

HHHHE

The mission of the U.S Fish and Wildlife Service is working with others to
conserve, protect, and enhance fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats for the
continuing benefit of the American people. We are both a leader and trusted
partner in fish and wildlife conservation, known for our scientific excellence,
stewardship of lands and natural resources, dedicated professionals, and
commitment to public service. For more information on our work and the people
who make it happen, visit www.fws.gov.
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U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323
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Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life
than any college or professional degree.” - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO
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From: Emily Ruff

To: Mcdonald, Kenneth

Subject: Re: Imperiled Plant Species

Date: Monday, April 25, 2016 8:53:36 PM
Attachments: Panther Comments 4-25.csv

Thank you Kenneth. Attached are the comments; please note many of them have unique
commentsin Column D.

| would add that | believe the endangered plant species of that region should be evaluated.
Regional Conservation offers an inventory of the potentially threatened plant species by

county: http://regional conservation.org/ircs/database/plants/ByCounty.asp?
Sitel D=209& SN=Collier%20County& CC=Cl L

| also have more plant assays and details from a botanical perspective if more information is
needed; just didn't want to inundate you with detailsif it isn't being used in the EIS.

Thanks,
Emily

On Mon, Apr 25, 2016 at 1:49 PM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov>

wrote:
Hi Emily,

Asyou've found there's some nuance when it comes to analyzing the effects of any action on
listed plants. Though there is no prohibition against taking listed plantsin the ESA, we do
analyze the effect of any action on listed plants because we're prohibited from authorizing
activitieswhich might "...appreciably reduce the likelihood of survival and recovery of the
speciesinthewild." Long story short- where plants are aready listed or may become listed,
we will be analyzing the potential impact in the EIS and Section 7 review.

Asto the submission of the spreadsheet: by all means submit it. I'll have to check on what
the sideboards are on second-hand submissions of comments on behalf of individuals,
though. Likely, because these comments are for scoping purposes only it won't matter how
we receive them, but | don't know for sure.

Ken

On Mon, Apr 25, 2016 at 10:51 AM, Emily Ruff <emily@holisticlivingschool.org> wrote:

Hi Kenneth
| am preparing a final comment to US FWS that addresses imperiled plant species found

in the proposed devel opment area; however, | am learning that US FWS does not include
plant speciesin its review of HCPsin Florida, since Florida doesn't include plantsin its
management of the endangered species act. Before | launch into that work | wanted to
clarify if that isin fact the case - that the survival of endangered or imperiled plant species
in this area would not be considered a factor in the review of the EIS...

Also my organization created efforts for individuals to submit their comments through an
email application on our website to you all. | will be downloading those comments as a
spreadsheet file and sending the file to the comments email this evening, in case any of
the individual emails were hung up in cyber space and did not make it to you all.

Thanks for your time!
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		Name (First)		Name (Last)		Email (Enter Email)		Comments		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish &amp; Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carly		Foster		myisms@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		James		Harvey		jharvey@cfmaniac.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jacob		Hickey		ilovewub@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Are you mad?		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rachel		bissonette		rbissone@fau.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Danny		Dwinell		dc_dwinell@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Frey		oftheheartgoddess@gmail.com		PLEASE protect this beautiful and precious animal, the Panther, along with the other animals who call this area Home.  Ultimately, our survival and health depends on them.  We need them, we do not need more houses or shopping areas or places to drill and mine.  We have destroyed enough habitat to do this, there are other areas that can be better utilized.  Leave this area intact for the precious animals that are left.

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Aimee		Sauer		arscreative@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tina		Badger		forestchilde@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

As a former Florida resident who dyd work with Lowry Park Zoo in Tampa to educate citizens about Florida's precious and endangered wildlife, I am appalled that any sort of development, much mess oil, gas, and mining infrastructure would even be considered in prime Florida Panther territory. This is not responsible stewardship. Please consider rejecting this plan. The endangered panther has no voice, it's up to you to do the right thing.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bridget		Frank		blayton81@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Niki		Lane		lane_niki@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal, listen it is time that we humans realize that the planet and her animals,  plants,  water and air are ALL vital to our balanced exsistance on this planet!!!  STOP KILLING OFF OUR WORLD! .		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathy		Botticello		kittykath777@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Usery		useryart@me.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		carmen		almirall		carmen9@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julie		Jacobus		jpatchouli@bellsouth.net		Gandhi said:  "The greatness of a nation can be judged by the way its animals are treated." - 

Let's not prove how greedy we can be!

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jenifer		Horne		jenifermae70@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Nash Stevenson		lifeforceherbals@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Theresa		McWhorter		theresa.mcwhorter@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joseph		Pierce		cyberjoedaddy@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joyce		Liu		joycekliu@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Camille		Caldwell		camille@tampabay.rr.com		Florida wildlife belongs to more than just developers and hunters.  It is very important to me to conserve as much land as possible to protect our endangered and threatened species, including the panther and black bear.  I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bryan		Maves		bkmaves@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carol		Jones		coolbeank@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lindsey		Mills		lindseymills@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.				The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Danielle		Means		dposey2005@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Travis		drtravis03@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joshua		Simon		joshuasimon@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stacy		Bursuk		stacybursuk@gmail.com		I am writing to ask US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. We've seen in Yellowstone how decimating one species can have a ripple effect on all the others. I don't want to find out what happens if we write off our valued Florida endangered species. Development always sounds exciting, but we cannot continue it the way it has traditionally been done, at the expense of our natural resources and treasures. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Thank you for your time and your service.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jenni		Dooley		dooley.jenet@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.				

		Richard		Cadwallader		ricnk8@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cheryl		Magdaleno		cmagdaleno12@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Katie		Welch		kathrinegracewelch@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chelsey		angelo		angeloc18@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jad		Musallam		jadmusallam1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Southall		tutoring1@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		

		Melissa		Fisher		mellowmovement@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wesley		Stickel		WJStickel@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joan		Davis		davisjm7644@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marc		Williams		italmon@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ivelisse		Nunez		ivelnunez@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Renee		Swedo		swedorenee@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carolyn Clark		Pierson		ccselavy@frontiernet.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brenda		Ramirez		brenda_ramirez003@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Randy		Derham		dirhim1963@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitaaret conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposalt these panthers are on the endangered list how many are not left nobody should be allowed to kill them get a few donkeys to protect your other animals.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.				The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.				The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		

		Martin		Terry		mkterryaiw@sbcglobal.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		blake		faulkner		befus561@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Val		Ruby		wiganv@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Paula		Davis		pauladavis777@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		Buffington		esamom32117@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gina		Sousa		ginasousa@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jack		Shapiro		jshasar@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Grant		lindaannegrant@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wayne		Clary		wayneclary@gmail.com		Please reject as we need these last few  lands  to be preserved for many generations of people, beyond those who currently own land.  In other words, do we really want to sacrifice future generations of Floridians & wildlife in order to make present landowners &'land users happy?  A panther saved today is an ecosystem earned tomorrow.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Troy		Holmes		sendittotroy@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Keith		Stanton		kstanton80727@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kristin		Leggett		mkleggett@sbcglobal.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donna		Penney		radojada@optonline.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donna		Penney		radojada@optonline.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caleb		Newton		cn.coursework@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. This is my state. I am 17 years old, and the fact that the health of the environment and the health of my own family based off that environment is questionable in any way whatsoever is appalling.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Rose		linda.rose2@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kelsie		Ruff		kelsieruff@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maryann		Marshman		mgmarshman@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jayne		Simmons		sistersageherbs@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		amanda		fisk		windscream@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Angi		Bellingar		angixxo@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dominique		LaVoie		gentleactive@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		Thompson		Nativenewyorker1255@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		blaise		maselli		masli@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nora		Pendergrass		npende6361@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Smith		holisticlivings@those-people.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		kat		miller		kmiller@medicallicensedirect.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ruth		Roedel		greenacersgurl15@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nena		Harvey		kestral@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nena		Harvey		kestral@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jean		Smithey		jeansmithey@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patricia		Coleman		patcole@mac.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Allyn		Holt		ellenfields45@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Ogden		lisanamo@hotmail.com		Today I am writing to implore the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. 
This plan is an absolutely horrible idea and does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. 
It is well-overdue that we STOP over development in this beautiful state of ours and actually do ALL THAT WE CAN to protect the rare and beautiful wildlife we have left in our beloved state. We should be stewards of the very small amount of land that is left and NOT threatening our endangered species even further for the benefit of a very few! Enough is enough. Listen to the voice of the people and the silent cries of the many diverse species that NEED OUR VOICE. The age of irresponsible over development and habitat destruction is over in Florida. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
Please do the right thing and protect our state, our natural habitat and our wildlife with all of your might... thank you		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Henry		Himmelbaum		hhimmelbaum1@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Marquez		missliz1024@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Helen		Solle-Conner		helenmsolle@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Golden		goldendragonfly33@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shelley		Briand		michellebriand54@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Conor		O'Neill		conoreoneill@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diane		Bourne		cdianebourne@gmail.com		It's never wrong to do the right thing. Do it.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patrick		Riggs		patrickbrandywine@gmail.com		On behalf of the Florida Panther, I ask that you reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. It jeopardizes the future of this wonderful animal.

Thank You,

Patrick Riggs		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Miranda		Fiak		miranda_fisk@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cate		Miller		laughingeagle@windstream.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mitchell		Halper		mcwuddly@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ashley		Howard		ashley87howard@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		S		Farage		binarygirl@juno.com		please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lee		Patrizzi		leepatrizzi@yahoo.com		"If future generations are to remember us with gratitude rather than contempt, we must leave them something more than the miracles of technology. We must leave them a glimpse of the world as it was in the beginning, not just after we got through with it."
b�� President Lyndon B. Johnson, on the signing of the Wilderness Act of 1964 

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeanette		West		dolphingirl69@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robert		Ruderman		kidnyce@gmail.com		DENY the Eastern Collier County Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathy		Marria		nugaforlife@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margaret		Flint		margiflint@mac.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		eric		flagg		eric.flagg@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Boh		Brown		digiboh@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Colvin		mc16@roadrunner.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Richard		Rivera		standbymyword@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Brill		leb1180@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Carver		greencleen@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexa		Oropesa		alexa.oropesa@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maryssa		Marzak		marzakmaryssa2@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to PLEASE reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		Elia,RN		cindyelia3@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patricia		Stevenson		TALL.TRISH@GMAIL.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		Nickerson		celticmoon34@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		CJ		COOK		9purple.cool9@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Tims		mtims@muih.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Ray		stephsangelcat@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Corina		Downey-Konkus		downey@oakland.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rachel and Michael		Frezza and McElroy		rachelgoodpeople@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Eran		James		eran.james@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ellen		Stover		ersimln@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Isaiah		Belloir		ibelloir@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Melanie		Carpenter		zackwoodsherbfarm@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		meredith		pagan		meredithpagan4@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Victoria		Andalucia		victoria.andalucia@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Knauss		lindaknauss@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cara		Boileau		xnaturesxsongx@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carrie		Caviness		clairlryie@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		vesta		burnett		organichairdesign@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ruth		Glass		brucitybruce@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kayla		Hoffman		Obsidian.Hoffman@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dallas		Scott		dallas_scott@knights.ucf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Phyllis		Light		phyllisdlight@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tiffany		Trent		mandolinrain99@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Boynton		michael1.boynton@famu.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tanner		Tillung		tannert71090@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Kairys-Courech		mskairys@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shell		Elaine		lovemichellebell@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Matthew		McCalister		mtmxdd@mail.missouri.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caitlin		McMullen		catmcmullen@gmail.com		It is truly ridiculous that this is even at issue. Development should not be allowed when it will critically impact already endangered species. I am deeply disappointed that our state government is considering allowing this to move forward, and I can only hope that the very vocal outrage of so many citizens will cause those who are responsible for making these decisions to reconsider what their priorities should be.

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carmen		Williams		flanative02@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Victoria		Rooney		vicky.rooney7@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Henry		Himmelbaum		hhimmelbaum1@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		bret		moore		mechanic.import@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathie		Suiter		katincape@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deneen		Olivieri		pastemeup@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julia and Dennis		Mader		rasayana@cyberstreet.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Heidi		Whichel		hwhichel@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ryan		Feinberg		ryanfeinberg1982@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Moon		jenmoonhug@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jody		Mountcastle		jodymountcastle@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
I beg of you to protect all of the primary panther habitat and to make the corridors at least one mile wide. 
We only have one chance to get this right. Please reject this plan and force the developers to make a plan that will ensure the survival of the panthers habitat.  Please protect our wild Florida habitat to support or endangered species including the panther, the cara cara, the gopher tortoise, and the bonnet eared bat.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jesse		Schafer		jessewschafer@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Murphy		murphy9220@bellsouth.net		I urge the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. The plan as currently proposed burdens the small and fragile population of Florida Panthers and other endangered species. It does not adequately protect humans either - with safeguards for our water supply and the local economy.
Please reject this plan and help to keep our state animal alive in the wild and to protect the land for ourselves, our children, and their children.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Heather		Swann		ari_catls@hotmail.com		I ask the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit, as this plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize or mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species such as our state animal, much needed water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development will severly reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild, a spiecies for which we are proud and deserves every right to be here.The Paul Marinelli Fund does not entail clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs, leaving plenty loopholes in a place we really dont need any. As it's currently written, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal, as any who wish to develop our fragile yet detrimental ecosystem would do. This is not just a matter or land or resources, this is a matter of life and how we as human beings must strive to encourage the healthy development of the world around us for all, and not just the few. Can we really afford to push the scale any more, such as with the BP oil spill, or the current increase in sinkholes throughout the state? Please, protect not only the little lives that keep our tourism industry booming and our native environments healthy, but ours as well, for we need them just as much as they need us		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anita		Page		anitapage@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Frank		Roublick		frankroublick@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		pj		kincaid		kincaidpj@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Connie		Hansen		jandchansen@tx.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chris		Guggenheim		guggs22@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cathryn		Smith		cathrynsmith22@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jamie		Duval		jduvalregister@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Puja		Madan		pujamadan@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alex		Landry		permacultureengineer@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anthony		Lorenzo		lorenzoacupuncture@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeanette		Hurlstone		Jhurlst@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Steven		Vanlandingham		stevenvanlandingham@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Vikhy		Munoz		vikhyparedes@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kevin		Hunsicker		hunsickerkm@bv.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Melinda		Dejesus		hannahbatsarah@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gregory		Nelson		sbfdata@gmail.com		I urge that you reject the proposal as it is aligned with development interests not the people and wildlife.  Florida needs areas of wilderness especially for endangered species such as the panther.  There is plenty of other land in Florida for development.  The proposal goes against the goals set by both your and Florida's wildlife experts.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		JJ		Perry		zerocoolj@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Desiree		Kuri		desireekuri@rocketmail.com		I am Sick ! This is Horrible !
I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Claire		McGuire		waters@boone.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elisa		Barnett		stealthpaw100@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shawn		Robbins		swansun202@aol.com		I WOULD LIKE FOR THE PANTHERS TO THRIVE AND SURVIVE. LET'S LEAVE THIS LAND FOR THEM. HUMANS ARE GREAT, BUT SO ARE PANTHERS AND THE OTHER FOREST ANIMALS!
I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mackenzie		Vecchio		vecchio647@yahoo.com		Maintenance of Panther habitat is important to me as a citizen of Florida. Developing within their primary habitat is not a good enough reason to kill them. It is an irresponsible one. 

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jill		Sula		sulasdeli@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Adriana		Cornet		firefox_fury@Hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joseph		Maier		maierj@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Megan		Hernandez		bulls18mg@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lily		Rasphoumy		lrasphoumy@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Heather		Blalock		hblalock@mail.usf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mike		Maniloff		mmani001@fiu.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		patricia		Erhat		erhatart@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephen		Ryals		pyar49@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kaitlyn		Vaporis		kvap8995@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Daniela		Ress		drress@knights.ucf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deborah		Hulsewede		debbyyost@twc.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nikki		Johnson		nmj87@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Douglas		Coleman		dcoleman.florida@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Terri		Jones		tkelley002@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		

		Brandon		Leverage		brandon.leverage@yahoo.com		PLEASE DON'T HARM OUR ECOSYSTEM

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sharon		Galambos		slg423@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Debbi		Lyone		lyonstar7@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Paisley		McClellan		paisleymc23@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patrick		Chanton		preinchanton@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gary		Lucas		digforfire_luca@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amber		Shurtleff		ravenjackalcrow@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
As a 5th generation native of this beautiful, primal land, I am deeply concerned and pained with the incessant development of the delicate eco-system known as the state of Florida. Our springs have been poisoned along with our Gulf; more and more land falls to the hands of developers, leaving less land to absorb the rain that replenishes our aquifers and pushing out the fauna and flora that have made this place stable in its diversity long before humans arrived. What kind of a place will my children see? They will not know the orange groves whose smell lit up the air in spring, because they were bulldozed to the ground for shopping plazas. They will not know many fields and groves I once played in for they too have been demolished to make way for stores and the widening of once two-lane roads. They will not know the beauty of the Gulf either, for the level of pollution has been so bad for so long that I can hardly remember the last time I swam in those waters and didn't feel dirty when I came out. 
This place is not for us, it is for those who have yet to come. Yes, they need places to live, but so many cities and suburbs have vacant lots and ramshackle houses that could be built on or bulldozed to build anew-- places that will not destroy what pittance of land remains for those who have been here long before us and will be here, God willing, long after we are gone. That is of course if we do not utterly destroy the capacity of this land to support life, which is the current direction that this plan and others like it are going. 
Deny this plan. The money isn't worth it, and it's worse than irresponsible. It's not only murder for the panthers and other animals that depend on a habitat untouched by the destruction humans have come to wreak, but for the humans yet to come.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leah		Johnson		leah4bernie@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		debbie		maxwell		debimax12@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Miriam		Lorenzi		miriamlorenzi@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Garcia		barbieg@bellsouth.net		As a Florida resident, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. The Florida Panther will not survive otherwise, please save our panthers!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kevin		Hunsicker		hunsickerkm@bv.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Emma		Hunsicker		Emmahunsuck@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dinah		Hunsicker		dinah.hun@gmail.com		THIS LAND IS SACRED. 

TO DESTROY AND DEVELOP THE REMAINDER OF THE NATURAL ENVIRONMENT IS A CRIME.
FLORIDA AND ALL ITS DIVERSITY WILL NOT BE ABLE TO RECOVER. THERE IS NO RECOVERING FROM THE RESULTING GENOCIDE WHERE LAND IS CLEARED AND THE EARTH LEACHED OF ITS LIFE.

WE CAN NOT KEEP DOING THIS. WE'VE ALREADY GONE TOO FAR. WE HAVE TO BEGIN THE REVERSAL OF THIS PROCESS, WE NEED MORE RESTORATION. PLEASE, FOR THE LOVE OF ALL LIFE, THAT WE OURSELVES ARE ALSO BLESSED WITH, DO NOT ALLOW THE APPROVAL OF SUCH DEVASTATING PROPOSALS. WE HAVE A RESPONSIBILITY TO CORRECT OUR MISTAKES, HUMANITY NEEDS TO MATURE AND RECOGNIZE THE PROFOUND EFFECT WE HAVE ON OUR MIRACULOUS PLANET.

THIS IS OUT HOME, THIS IS OUR MOTHER. 
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I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donna		Goff		donnagoff09@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Ray		lisaray1955@gmail.com		I am asking the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit.  The purpose of the Endangered Species Act was to protect wildlife that is in danger of extinction.  A 50 year waiver is too long to allow for any response should one of these species show a continued decline in population.  I am also concerned about the affect more roads and traffic will have on these endangered and threatened species, especially the Florida Panther which seems especially prone to vehicle mortality.  As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a plan that places the habitat needs and safety of these endangered/threatened animals as a first priority.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ellen		Edmondson		eledm53@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jonathan		Riley		jriley97gt@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
This proposed plan is also in direct conflict with the very nature of what the FWC is supposed to stand for, the conservation of animal life in this great state. It is an extreme conflict of interest for the head of this agency to be attempting to get a bill passed to benefit herself and others. I  firmly oppose the passage of any bill that would be used to politically and monetarily benefit those involved in the passage of said bill.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Grace		Brattain		minieb9@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cooper		Brinson		cooperbrinson@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Walton		isur5@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lori		Francescon		lorielei2001@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Natalie		Yamanuha		natalie114y@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Clinton		Rubiano		rubiano77@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Catherine		Pante		catspitdust@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sharon		Negron		praisegod64@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sarah		Hollenhorst		sarahlh7101@gmail.com		I'm asking US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. I believe it is the responsibility of USFW to protect the Florida Panther above pressure by developers to remove critical habitat and protections. In this case a political appointee has made decisions as a conflict of interest in decisions regarding panther management through the FFWC. Therefore FFWC should not be included in the management process and an investigation through USFWS should be made on any plans rules and decisions made by the FFWC on the Florida Panther.  A mortality rate of 7 cats in 4 1/2 months with 5 kitten births reported, 42 deaths and 15 kittens in 2015, 34 deaths in 2014 (reported and confirmed) mostly due to vehicle deaths and in Collier County clearly indicates further pressure on the cats to move elsewhere and increased roads and traffic generated by development will most likely eliminate the panther and reduce any genetic diversity by shrinking the gene pool. The extinction of the Florida Panther seems a likely possibility unless it is protected through conservation easements and removing land development as an option in Panther habitat. Panther depredations have been limited to a few calves and small livestock and has been mainly goats and a few chihuahuas.  As a goat, horse and dog owner I know that the animals owners can easily take precautions to protect their pets if they choose.  It is USFWS duty to protect the endangered panther. As a taxpayer that is what I expect. 
 This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bradford		white		bradfordwwhite@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Deem		curlyfri0914@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brooke		Criswell		brooke.criswell@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nadya		Nickels		nickelsnadya@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Aisa		Yamaguchi		aisa.yama@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Taylor		Anderson		tayloorsaid@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elena		Cabezas		Etcabezas@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Victor		Espinosa		Victorkun202@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robert		Armson		Victor6791@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kelly		Cioffi		kelly@kellycioffiphotography.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maritza		Diaz		maridi151@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		peter		Dorante		mr.johnalamo@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tamara		Fickling		weaslelee@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Smith		jessicasmithorlando@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karen		Hil		kclaire73@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum USFWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation to the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduces the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures and does not further address additional financial burdens, which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		Castro		dkcastro66@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Samantha		Srine		sammy4695@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janet		Lim		jlim14@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Troy		Sage		tsage94@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ron		Jaffe		ronspam@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tiphane		Downs		tiphanedowns@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		James		Caudell		iggityeight@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tyler		Frazier		tylerdownsUCF@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Croson		lcroson1111@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anthony		Nappi		anthony_nappi@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robert		Wheatley		rwheatley1992@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Eberle		SREberle@nc.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deborah		Whittington		whitlyk@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Aubrey		Mays		aubreyamays@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maria		Costa		costama7@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Savannah		Venable		savannah.shay@ymail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Valeria		Costa		valeria.costacostaval7@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Valeria		Costa		valeria.costacostaval7@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Vicki		Wright		striker_one99@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Schuyler		Schofield		schuyler.schofield@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janet		Lim		jlim14@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		irene		struif		cashpurchase9@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Pysz		jesspysz@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Post		marypost@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		matias		buchhalter		matiasbuchhalter@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alyssa		LaManna		Ajxlamanna@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. Fuck you Leisa Priddy.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Mays		jmays23@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		Mannino		mannino_arts@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lillian		Butler		lilltiger0406@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Morgan		Stearns		shikamarutard1993@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Mays		allfor1@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joshua		Hendricks		hendricks9166@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Baker		herbanjess@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Morgan		Stearns		ashadeofmoe@gmail.com		I was born and raised in Collier County. My whole life has been spent learning and being in our unique environment. I want the same opportunity for my children. Our environment is sensitive and valuable. I dont understand how people can be so insensitive and think money is more important than this. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sabina		Ibarrola		sabina.ibarrola@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kimberlee		Norton		qpid46@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margot		Williams		plantlady59@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		April		Brader		aprilbrader@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		duffy		clearwaters		emmaandme@myfairpoint.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		sally		matheson		lowe9@mac.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Ryan		sryan8471@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Please leave this beautiful land alone. We as people need to utilize the space that we have already taken. Let the animals be where they belong. What is gonna happen when everything is gone. Are you gonna eat your money? Enough is enough.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alyssa		LaManna		Ajlamanna5230@eagle.fgcu.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.						The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lori		Boegershausen		Lkboegershausen8175@eagle.fgcu.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		donna		chesner		dchesner9@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Power		stephaniedpower@gmail.com		Reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit! When is enough? Must we develop every last parcel of natural land?! I say stop. PLEASE prorect our panthers!!!
This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Debbi		Lyone		lyonstar7@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anne		Ross		daringtosucceed@mac.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Claire		Seminario		claireseminario@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gustavo		Mas		gmrholguin@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Katherina		DiCristina		katherina.dicristina@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		michael		pradella		mpradella88@gmail.com		Further destruction of more ecological habitat is not progress. We do not need more fucking development. We do not need more fucking oil drilling sites. It is not progress. Destruction of ecological habitat and harvesting of fossil fuels is rapidly changing our planet and will lead to our demise as creatures of this planet if we continue to make decisions in favor of this type of "progress." The only motivation for pursuing the HCP as proposed is fucking selfish greed. We are not separate from nature and its creatures; we are of it.  We need the panthers to survive and rebound their numbers, and we need to conserve ecological habitat.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Torrey		Jacobs		ancientlks@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gina		Phipps		ginaphipps003@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laurel		Schiller		scrubisme@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Annie		Schiller		annieschiller@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Candice		Mutachler		candicewrites@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Virginia		Greenwood		offeritup@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Heidi		Shilensky		heidi@heidishilensky.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Bux		linda4light@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		mary		shabbott		mshabbott@sbcglobal.net		These areas are what little is left for our panthers and other endangered animals to LIVE.  We do NOT need another Publix or more houses.  There are enough empty houses already on the market.  We do need what little natural habitat we have left.  Is that what you want Florida to be?  Concrete and ugly buildings?  I do not, florida residents do not and our endangered wildlife do not.  
Reject this insane proposal and tell the greedy land developers no.  There is NO CONSERVATION IN THIS.  THAT IS NOTHING BUT A LIE.  
Taxpayers demand you listen to us.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Eve		Mignot		evev70@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amanda		Kral		akayral27@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. This is our only earth and preserving it and all living things that belong to it is our responsibility for our future generations!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sabrina		Kimball		phoenix_878@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jan		Edwards		jan@pavingtheway.co		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ted		Pysz		tedmpysz767@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Candy		Sullivan		cms48@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kimberly		Becker		babycentral7@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Molly		Lane		mollypatricialane@gmail.com		I grew up in Florida and attend school at Florida Gulf Coast University where I have gained knowledge and respect for southwest florida's unique habitat. Panthers are now limited to this region and they simply cannot survive any more damage. Wiping out the Florida panther is wiping out a member of our state and a piece of our history and culture. 

As a Florida native and environmentalist and human being with a compassionate heart, I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  

Just please, think about the panthers. Think about your family and children and grandchildren and the wildlife they will hopefully get to explore and love the way I do here in Ft. Myers. 

Be well,
Molly Lane		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thea		DeDyne		Theade6@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamela		Duran		pmd1949@icloud.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.						Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.				The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sonya		Myers		sonyamyersdvm@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Round		Frandemo		robynfrandemo@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nichole		Barber		nikibarber@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Gaillard		segaillard@gmail.com		I am born and raised in Florida. I have watched development and destruction of the lands and waters for 54 years now. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
Sincerely,
Susan Gaillard		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		William		Gorlitz		wgorlitzbiz@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Drew		Zelman		drewzelman@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Milena		Roberge		mmilena22@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Orion		Newberry		orionn1106@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Peurano-Schaller		omakmtn@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		rena		anders		ginomiami@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Derek		Miller		derek_m@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Daniel		Brinley		daniel@brinleylaw.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mlanie		Murphy		fallingcloud7@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kirstie		McCullough		kirstie.mccullough@gmail.com		Please think twice about this. Our Panthers and precious ecosystems need room to thrive. Florida must keep its integrity and authenticity in spite of money-hungry developers and oil drillers!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anthony		Wickman		twickman@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tina		Angelisanti		Specialwonder59@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Theresa		Edler		tkedler@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Benjamin		Gruseck		lowengruseck@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rose		Chomanics		carolinechomanics@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Melissa		Kanaris		melspellswell@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Debbie		Smallwood		debbie1798@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lois		DeGaris		loisdegaris@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		chris		MARTINOT		christiana32912@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leah		Mason		lcmason524@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deborah		Faulk		djf2414@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Zachary		Bach		zmb129@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Peter J		Perry		pjamesp41@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alice		Gipson		alice.gipson@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara Maat		Barbara		maatbarbara@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carrie		Garrelts		carriegarrelts@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Theresa		Edler		tkedler@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		LORINNE		MYATT		gizphiz@aol.com		I doubt I can say this any better than is stated in the form email. But don't think for one second that we are not PASSIONATE about this! The Florida panther deserves every protection available. It's numbers are fast declining with all the territory encroachment, habitat pollution, and more. This MUST NOT HAPPEN. Our governor is an awful man, and this is further evidence of his ideals of greed over anything else.
I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nathaniel		Nellis		element.nellis@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Noah		Nellis		noahnellis97@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laurie		Bates		lamgoblue@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Wadas		dj1191@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gina		Mattioli		gmattioli87@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Frank		Trump		ftrump10@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeffrey		Chiodo		jeffreymchiodo@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julie		Raposa		julieraposa6@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jason		Gilbert		jason122278gilbert@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Conor		O'Neill		c_oneill94@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Phillip		Lombardi		PhillipL93@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ryan		Oneill		ryanoneilll@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Eamonn		Mcgarvey		emcgarve@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Hannigan		jessica_hannigan@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margeme		D		gemeolivia@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Creel		ffpmikee@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		steve		prince		steve@steveprince.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kelly		Ebert		kellyebert07@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carter		Howe		howecarter@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ruth Marie		Wise		tavypink@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Grant		lindaannegrant@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Grant		lindaannegrant@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		jessica		winn		sp_sk_manga@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		julian		mack		mac22292@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Bates		masday2@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		karim		dakkak		orgoneart@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jordan		Pysz		JPysz4@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joanne		Bolemon		jobol@embarqmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mariah		Gaines		gaines_mariah@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Derek		Burton		dburton93@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nick		Cvetanovich		nccritter6@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jacob		Vaporis		jacobvaporis@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maria		machado		mamix@knights.ucf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Leopold		leopold@igc.org		This is INSane action and apparently happening because of certain people using politcal ties! Save panthers and biodiversity for the future generation instead of a few people lining their pockets with panther blood. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Vanessa		Valdes-Roque		vanessa.lee.vldz@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		sandy		SALINAS		IMSNDBCH2@AOL.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margaret		Jodry		jodrypegi@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		crAIG		ZECHMAN		CZECHMAN23@GMAIL.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		margaret		zechman		veggiefan4@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Clare		Cola		clare.cola@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		DL		STONE		DLSTONEALLY@YAHOO.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Mason		earthrhythm@mail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carolina		Garcia		carolina_b_95@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Anne		alienlizzie@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Zackarie		Hall		hallzach20@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Damian		Fitzsimmons		damianfitz@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  In conclusion - this is our land this is your land. Please please let's leave some of it for our grandchildren.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Victor		Gregorio		contactvictorg@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bonnie		Creais		oldsmartian@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		michelle		dipiazza		holymolymdp@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Paola		Cavallaro		paocav76@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Becky		Stubblefield		Randbstubbs@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tasha		Langley		tashalangley@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Megan		Sorbo		meganforwildflorida@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Regina		Rozzi		rozzi05@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Francis		Anderson		frank.anderson@hmhco.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Francis		Anderson		frank.anderson@hmhco.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeanne		anderson		jeanne.anderson@hmhco.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		mariah		hall		mariahhall0912@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		mariah		hall		mariahhall0912@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amanda		Sheene		ajsheene@Gmail.com		PLEASE slow development in Florida AND NEVER permit iil drilling.  I ask US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Osmel		Ricardo		o_ricardo@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Schuyler		Schofield		schuyler.schofield@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margaret		Martely		maggyal@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margaret		Martely		maggyal@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christine		Brabender		cyranocc@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margaret		Martely		maggyal@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		vanessa		santos		vanessaanthony@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		James		Weaver		jmweaver65@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mauricio		Rodrigues		bustedprint3r@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Simon		ebbetsfield1@gmail.com		PLEASE reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. I ask that you deny the proposed HCP.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."				The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.						The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.				The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.				

		Rebecca		Erichsen		rerichsen3@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kayla		Mitchell		Kaylamae15@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		jennifer		greenhalgh		jgreenhalgh01@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carolina		Garcia		carolina_b_95@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gary		Weinkle		junkofbi@hotmail.com		To US Fish and Wildlife, please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat  Conservation Plan (so-called) and Incidental Take Permit. It is my understanding this plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a).  As a 56-year old native and life-long Floridian and steward-minded landholder of several parcels,  it is sad and disturbing, if not angering, to see the laws and regulations for protecting land and wildlife routinely ignored, allowed to be circumvented or unenforced to prevent sometimes irreversible damage and loss.  When does the destruction end?  When there's nothing left?		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jordan		Carstens		jordanaline@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jenni		Zych		jennired22@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michelle		Whitmer		mwhitmer1983@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Victoria		Howard		vah09@my.fsu.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tanya		Wires		Tanyaw1224@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Adriana		Forino		aforino2011@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Valerie		Edgren		valeriedgren3@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tina		Mynatt		tinamynatt12@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thomas		Moore		l10tom50@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Victoria		MA R IA		kypris33@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Josie		Forman		josiecforman@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Noah		Broe		knowabro@gmail.com		Please protect Florida's remaining wild habitat and it's creatures from unnecessary development!  

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shirley		Brown		sbrown833@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		donna		brown		grannyinthewoods@windstream.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Natascha		Swischuk		nswischuk@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tascha		Kristina		nswischu@stetson.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jamie		Hawk		jamiehawk29@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cassandra		Curley		cassandracurley@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michelle		Garner		mgarner1235@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tascha		Kristina		nswischu@stetson.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Constance		Houck		constance@con-toons.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Stuart		spanishstuart@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Penu		penu@mail.usf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Debbie		Jackow		debjack12@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christine		Newell		gymslip39@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leann		Hill		darkrhapsody42@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karie		Haley		katie.haley@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joshua		Austin		joshsdogs@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lesley		Luckhardt		lesleyluckhardt@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Monica		Martelly		Justthrive23@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jason		Furman		mrbubble110@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mackenzie		Butler		kenzielovescoffee@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamela		Hughes		politicspam@cox.net		Please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. It is too big a risk for the Florida panther. In this era of extinctions, please don't hasten the demise of Florida's state animal. These creatures need prime, wild habitat they can't get anywhere else. 

If the public seems upset now, there will be hell to pay when the last of these iconic animals dies off or becomes road kill. Don't be the goat of history who made that happen. 

The displacement of thousands of farm workers is also too high a sacrifice to ask others to pay. Please reconsider and develop somewhere else.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		DeAquair		sdeaquair@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chelsey		Angelo		angeloc18@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Matthew		Sexton		waterculture@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ellen		Kamhi PhD RN AHG AHN-BC		naturalalt@juno.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Courtney		Clark		courtneyclark01@hotmail.com		As a US citizen, born and raised in Florida, I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit.  It is not okay to develop more and more land with disreguard for the precious living plants and animals.  We are all a part of this system, we have to learn again to live with the earth, the future of the planet and our children depend on it.  This greed, this desire for development at the expense of what is truly valuable - the lives of endangered species, the sustainability of our future - is unexceptable.  This continued disregard for the short and long term effects of our decisions and actions is unexceptable.  There must be a better way.  If we just put our very ingenious human minds to this task, to ask and answer the question of how we can move forward in building, with what we already have, and in congruence with nature and sustainability and preservation of the little forest and wildlife we have left.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julie		Wilder		juliebewilder@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Erica		Rogers		seaweed1002@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jamie		Morris		jamiemorriswrites@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		valerie		bays		valuck@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maria		Wirges		maria.wirges@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Vera		Flores		veritaf11@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mike		Muenzner		mikemuenzner@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeanette		Ortiz		jeasortiz@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leah		Fish		leahfish@me.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Garlock		stephanie.r.garlock@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Allie		McDaniel		burninggelidity@icloud.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chris		Courtney		ptchris21@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Taylor		Rinaldi		trinaldi0992@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amber		Melendy		amber@shineonyoga.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nick		Spatz		nick.spatz@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Elliott		lmelliott1@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Becky		Gaa		rgaa@cox.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sandra		Roberts		hopesandy@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Angela		Beres		angibe_2@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robyn		Sasso		rjsiam@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tina		Kendall		tinakendall36@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mildred		Winch		alpinewinch@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christine		Ward		christineward415@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tammy		Branson		tammyb876@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janis		Vargas		janis.vargas@gmail.com		US Fish and Wildlife,

Please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Stephany		moondance1819@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tara		McWilliams		loveandmusic28@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Orbon		clorbon@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Fisher		stephanie2493@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wendy		Jennings		wclj3230@aol.com		PLEASE&gt;&gt;&gt;PLEASE&gt;&gt;&gt;PLEASE...KEEP ALL PROTECTIONS IN PLACE TO HELP THE FLORIDA PANTHER!  I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kayla		Willis		williskayla33@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Drinda		Merritt		drinda.merritt@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gina		Dole		ginaedole@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Timothy		Barber		timsbarber@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Khristina		Roensch		woodsnwaterbaby@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diane		Bellefleur		dianebell772@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dr Mary		Blazina		sail.mandolin@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Forman		rosesformyancestors@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christi		Martinez		christi.martinez@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anthony		Darmana		DARMANA06@YAHOO.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lauren		Raiman		laraiman86@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.				The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dana		Walker		dvanraalte85@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sue		Davis		stetsongirl2007@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Krista		Olson		knolson12@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leo		Swischuk		nswischuk@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Savannah		Madley		s.l.madley@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joseph		Giunta		joegiunta13@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Olson		leolson24@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rachel		Adams		racheladams1018@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Charles		Hill		taranhill@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Kocen		kocenlocke@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chris		Reid		Contactchrisreid@Gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Charlotte		Manley		cmanley@kimcorealty.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Justine		Braddy		justinebraddy@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gabriella		Lux		glux251@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Phoenix		Fermin		lichgategarden@gmail.com		Please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diana		Reed		threerlabs@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. AS A NATIVE FLORIDIAN I AM BEGGING YOU TO STOP THIS TRAVESTY AND PLEASE DO WHATEVER MEASURES YOU CAN TO PRESERVE FLORIDAS PRISTINE NATURAL WILDLANDS. HER DELICATE ECOSYSTEM CANNOT HANDLE THE MINING, AND MORE CRONCRETE FOR ROADS. MAN HAS ALREADY DONE ENOUGH DAMAGE TO FLORIDA AND HER AQUIFIER. PLEASE LEAVE HER ALONE AND HER PRECIOUS WILDLIFE. THE PANTHERS AND BEARS ARE NATURAL INHABITANTS OF THIS BEAUTIFUL AREA AND DESERVE TO BE PROTECTED FOR OUR FUTURE GENERATIONS OF WILDLIFE FANCIERS WHO ENJOY NATURE AT ITS FINEST.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		stephanie		vanover		stephanievanover@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cole		Branson		cbranson@knights.ucf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamela		Ganz		pganz87@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ashlynn		Aleno		ashlynn.aleno@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Ongena		jongena@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Earl		denmark		richdenmark@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamela		Lipscomb		pdesta@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kevin		Maloney		kevinpetersonmaloney@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Peter		Kanaris		greendreamsfl@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

All in all this is a horrible idea and I ask that you rethink your proposal. These poor animals need some space and room to live, please I'm urging you to deny this permit.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Beth		Rubiano		bananadib@gmail.com		This plan seems to me to basically be asking if it's okay if they go ahead and make the Florida Panther extinct. This is unacceptable. Human development is not the sole purpose of this planet, and we are not the only species who live here. To continue development such as that proposed--actions which have been shown, time and time again, by scientific organizations such as our own National Aeronautical and Space Administration to cause harm to our world, (despite how many pretend that it doesn't)--I can see as nothing more than human greed. Florida Panthers are already so tiny in population that even this supposed "10%" cut into the primary conservation lands could legitimately kill them. Even from a standpoint completely independent of any concern for animals other than humans, this plan make so little sense. It will displace farm workers, and though it may create temporary jobs while areas are being developed, these jobs will not last, nor will the oil underneath the ground. 

Please do not accept this plan. An "exemption" from a rule to protect endangered species is just plain nonsense.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Benjamin		Tiptonford		tiptonford@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Frances		Titus		frannytitus@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		eileen		mcdonnell		etm0214@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bogna		Sturzbecher		bogna11@yahoo.com		No to drilling, no to hunting, no to development in Florida panther habitat.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Martha		White		mzimani@gmail.com		I want to state my opinion about the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. 
I am 100% OPPOSED to this plan and permit, and I ask that the US Fish and Wildlife to reject this plan and take permit.
 
All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. This is UNACCEPTABLE!

This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). 
It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size.

The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Wild Lands are few and far in between. In my opinion, the number one priority of the US Fish and WILDLIFE, is to protect wild lands and the creatures that live there.

I grew up in Florida, and i now reside in Western North Carolina. I take care of wild lands, to ensure there is habitat for features other than humans. please do the same.

Martha White 
Swannanoa, NC		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ruby		Watson		rubyhurliman@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sharan		Mller		sharan@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Steve		Rubin		Rubinfunk@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Akaesha		Seras		magical_mysteria13@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jared		Nash		jarednash88@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dave		Jockers		davejockers@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Jockers		davejockers@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jared		Nash		idolo88@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jared		Nash		idolo88@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Acacia		Ramey		acacia.s.ramey@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nathan		St. Croix		awesomeislander@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Courtney		King		greenbusmedia@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Jockers		davejockers@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Miranda		Barrett		mrsmirandabarrett@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jean		Hrwitt		thepuppyladies@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Peter		Kanaris		greendreamsfl@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

All in all this is a horrible idea and I ask that you rethink your proposal. These poor animals need some space and room to live, please I'm urging you to deny this permit.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cody		Barker		flcdbarker@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gail		Hare		gailhare@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nora		Keenan		thefldruid@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gail		Hare		gailhare@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Danielle		Kravitz		daniellekravitz@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mark		Flagg		mark.j.flagg@icloud.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sara		Keppel		sara.keppel@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alex		Hidrobo		a4mccool@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		DEBORAH		Feder		dkfeder@cfl.rr.com		Please listen to what the people are saying. Let us be known as the state of kindness and compassion for our wild life and our environment. We must protect our wildlife and our land.  Not abuse it.  I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.				Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patrick		Schrader		schraderpatrickj@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alissa		Liggett		aliggett@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kendal		Angeles		music17life@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jaclyn		Pacheco		jpachec@eagle.fgcu.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeremy		Giovinazzo		jeremygiovinazzo710@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		William		Miley		ibbubba56@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cielo		Villegas		cielo.villegas@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal  
PLEASE THINK OF THE IRREVERSIBLE DAMAGE THIS WILL CAUSE OUR FLORIDA PANTHER AND OTHER SPECIES THAT ALSO DESERVE THEIR PLACE ON THIS EARTH.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lizabeth		Riepe		Rdvwbugl@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wendy S		Bradley		wendy.bradley@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. When is the acquisition of money going to stop us from wiping out all life on this planet that is non-human. We will pay in the end and if not us your children and grandchildren will. Start doing what is RIGHT and not what will make you the most money. You are teaching your children and grandchildren a horrible lesson about the worthiness of all life that was put here for reasons we don't always understand but need to preserve.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cielo		Hidrobo		merciel1028@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sarah		Marshall		ssmarsh2@mail.usf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gerardo		Nunez		super.gero@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Randi		Dandrea		Randi.dandrea@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tatisha		Manos		TATISHAMARIE@GMAIL.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		alaina		Marshall		lainyjane@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jordan		Mitchell		jordanthomasmitchell@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Erica		Hernandez		echernan77@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  Panthers are umbrella species, protecting them is imperative to a healthy ecosystem. We are not doing enough to protect them and protect our rare South Florida ecosystems. Do not give in to taking more land, more animals.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jenny		Hayden		jeanbien@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Hayden		Richau		haydenrichau95@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marena		Strauss		22mingo@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rhonda		Cobb		sadiesam1225@att.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Roberta		Smith		bertakatie@gmail.com		Please SAVE SOME GREEN SPACE FORVTHE FUTURE GENERATIONS. I  implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sheila		Brown		nugget616@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tiffany		Empke		tiffanyempke@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		Eberle		eemsouch@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carmen		Whitaker		cvwe1997@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Simon		Castrian		castrians@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  Once these residences are built then Panthers will be labeled a nuisance when they begin moving in those areas since they were there last habitat after getting squeezed in a corner by development on both coasts. Enough is enough with this development. Leave the endangered panthers habitat alone. It's suppose to be protected by a promise. Don't ask us to believe the state of Florida will not change things again in a few years. Western palm beach county is evidence of promises broken over and over. 10000 houses will create enormous waste which will add to the Everglades problems now also.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Emerson		burris		eburris12@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Charla		Bennaji		cbennaji@ncf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ismael		Garcia		ismaelgarcia40@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Swischuk		barbswis@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Steve and Mary		Hampton		mimomita@hotmail.com		We implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, we do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
We remind you of the dire need to SAY NO to the 9 Collier County landowners, including FL F & WC Commissioner, Aliese Priddy. We hope the impassioned words of the young child, Megan, who testified to remind those who will vote on this issue, that HER generation should get a chance to weigh in in these important matters. Even Megan, though young, understands that Florida's state animal, Florida panther, as one of the most endangered mammals on the Earth, NEEDS OUR HELP. Our divine creator provided animals like the panther, to be part of the important scheme of Nature for this Earth. We are sending you our recommendation (on Earth day 2016) to REJECT the habitat conservation plan. REJECT the Eastern Collier Incidental Take Permit. Listen to your constituents. Do the RIGHT thing with your vote. 4/22/16		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maggie		Pierce		sew_maggie@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nichole		Hardy Swann		jnicholehardy@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lucille		Patton		pattonlucy@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Morgan		Klem		morganklem@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jane		Claymore		jane.claymore@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Additionally, the entire concept is so abhorrent to any rational thinker. This is precisely why I do not visit Florida anymore. There's just miles of development and pollution and one must drive so far to get to any natural place. How can this be considered? Who is cashing in on it?		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wendy		Wieser		gypsimoose@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alyssa		Kaplan		akyogi711@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jayne		Foreman		blondejayne59@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lsura		Schiess		lschiess72@yahoo.com		Leave our Panthers alone!  They are struggling to survive as they are getting hit by vehicles and losing their habitat from increasing development. Now you want to shoot them? 
That is ridiculous! Leave them alone they are our Panthers and they need to be protected not hunted ! 
 I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kimberlee		Norton		qpid40@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		elizabeth		horvath		bethhorvath@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Donohue		mary.sfar@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Melanie		Knapp		miz_melly@hotmail.com		As a native Floridian, raised here during a time when wildlife was still abundant. As a witness to the annialation of our natural habitats and wildlife as a result of the unchecked, explosion of our state's population, and it's encroachment into natural areas. As, a witness to the continuing callous disregard for life endemic of the current state administration's  brazen pursute of self-interest atthe cost of our state's welfare, I emplore the US Fish and Wildlife Administration to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. A proposed that protects Florida Panthers from our bloody handed bureaucrats.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Hunter		lcchihuahuas@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Hunter		lcchihuahuas@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Martha		Peele		martyepeele@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karen		Delisle		knickkate@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Beverly		Moreau		bevmore9057@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. 

 We were not put on this planet to destroy it or it's animals for our benefit, we were put here to protect it.  We are just a tiny speck in the universe and not the all important species we think we are.  When we are gone each of us will only be remembered by a few but the world will remember what we did.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lois		Smart		litekeeper53@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Booher		Boohers@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Avetman		lindaaverman@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Terri		Russell		explorer19552001@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gary		Lehnertz		garywizard@yahoo.com		I am writing to ask that the US Fish and Wildlife STRONGLY REJECTS the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. The plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria, it does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or enhance the habitat conservation to the level necessary for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such over-reaching scope and size. ALL scientific analysis of the plan concludes that the impact of this development appreciably reduces the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild! 

Further, this plan fails to address the additional financial burdens which it places an unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I DO NOT SUPPORT the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gary		Lehnertz		garywizard@yahoo.com		I am writing to ask that the US Fish and Wildlife STRONGLY REJECTS the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. The plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria, it does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or enhance the habitat conservation to the level necessary for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such over-reaching scope and size. ALL scientific analysis of the plan concludes that the impact of this development appreciably reduces the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild! 

Further, this plan fails to address the additional financial burdens which it places an unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I DO NOT SUPPORT the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Moyer		milomo66@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Flavia		Fuller		sustainablejourney@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karla		Tarira		karlatarira@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Becky		Plank		beejayfla@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christina		King		christinaking407@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. I would think our local government would not support this kind of proposition. The Florida Panther is not called the Texas Panther or the New York Panther. It is the Florida Panther. Is it really worth bringing genocide to an entire species that only resides in our precious state? Have you no respect for endangered species and the conservation to these beloved animals?		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Preston		Barney		prestonbarney123@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gail		Edwards		gaelsquawks@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kendal		Rhoades		kashleigh84@yahoo.con		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Garrett		Cadou		gcadou@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathy		Register		chati22@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  As a resident of Florida for most of my 69 years, I was shocked to learn of this and pray that you will protect my state's environment and wildlife.  Thank you.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sherry		Blackelk		littletink3@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Beverly		Conradson		bconradson@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamela		Chamberlynn		sonreya@comcast.net		We humans live in a delicate ecosystem.  We must coexist naturally with wildlife.  Panthers are magnificent part of our Florida heritage we must preserve for the next seven generations.  

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tracy		Guy		tguypk@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal!So in other words  "NO! NO! AND NO!!!! Greedy unhumans!!!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Judith		Werr		werrju@yahoo.com		I strongly urge the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Muireall		Brown		muireallbrown@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Teri		Miche;		prana@myabmp.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jillian		Forschner		jillian234@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does NOT meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sarah		Fickling		meabwhb@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Tarr		Tailhunter12@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Theresa		Schultz		theresanjay@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Leeman		jaleeman@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Pierce		barbaracpierce@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joanne		McCurry		jo32766@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		DEBRA		WARRENS		G9935CK@MCHSI.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Andrade		susanandrade61@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caroline		Reed		referencelady@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathleen		Maheras		kaym37@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		Mohrman		bizziebaby@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Magill		eclecticpersona@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Andrew		Bear		1andrewbear@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Fritzi		Olson		fsolson@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Juli		Smith		julismith55@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Gerzeny		ssnbr@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deborah K		Landers		dkatkfmu@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  Please, spare the Panthers. Our wildlife is a precious part of Florida's heritage.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lynne		Sjoberg		lrsjoberg@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		penny		nurney		pennymonies@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alyssa		Quina		akoenigusf@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dana		Radell		dbr714@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		

		Wynona		Dudley		maggiesmom47@aol.com		I am totally against and reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit! The Florida Panther has only recently begun to rally and recover and by encouraging and allowing killing our Panthers, and Bears is selfish for generations that follow. Please do everything in your power to reject this plan. As a constituent I urge you to vote against this! I will I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kayla		Duque		kayladuque@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jordan		Colbert		jordan.colbert13@ncf.edu		I respectfully implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild, when we should really strive to restore this unique species and the natural habitat. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Please keep our state animal, the Florida Panther, alive and thriving!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marian		Gorman-Dunn		gemnamrog@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robert		Smith		BSmith953@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Debra		Smith		DJSmith53@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Theresa		Frick		tisatlc@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Please be advised that as a taxpayer and resident of the state of Florida that I am opposed to the plan to develop land, specifically oil drilling, mining and especially the killing of Florida panthers in Collier county. I do not understand why our current government has become so determined to eliminate our natural wildlife for the sake of development (money). Our governing officials have blatantly dismissed the notion that they are in office to represent the people. The natural habitat of Florida, or what's left of it, is unique to our State and should be protected so that generations to come can enjoy it. I implore the FWS to do their job to protect the interest of "wildlife" by defeating this measure.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janet		Burnett		marjburnett94@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

I am a Health Educator and have spent a lifetime in the health field - from nursing to public health.  If we don't treat the Earth and its creatures as part of the web of life, we will suffer dearly.  Corporate wealth should not supercede the good of the community.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pam		Carpenter		pamcar67@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. Also is it not a conflict of interest for Liesa Priddy, who serves on the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission, to be a part of this permit request. When will Floridians wake up and realize what we are doing in the name of progress or maybe we should say greed. I just can't understand why all some humans think about is making money and destroying what we have here in Florida. Please think long and hard before making your decision.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tammy		Carreno		tammycarreno@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alice		Gerken		alice.gerken@gmail.com		I am a 5th generation Native Floridian who is very concerned about what is happening and being proposed by these landowners. The Florida Panther is on the Endangered List for a reason and this would be devastating to their continued survival, as well as, the other wildlife that would be impacted by this plan.  We do not need additional development we need more conservation to protect the fragile and valuable natural resources that exist in the State of Florida! I implore the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Claudia		Vila		claudialorenvila@gmail.com		I encourage you to carefully consider all the negative effects that this development project will have on the environment and on the many endangered species in the area. It is ridiculous that protected land can be given up that easily for development. When the land was marked as conservation are, a promise was made to the panthers, the birds, trees and all other inhabitants. A promise was made stating that we would PROTECT them no matter what. As a Florida resident who cares deeply about the health and preservation of the natural world, I REJECT the approval of this permit and beg you all to do the same. 
Thank you, 
Claudia Vila		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tanya		Guiler		windlmt@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Richard		Hager		rhager3@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		Mohrman		bizziebaby@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michell		Middleton		IGCMichell@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Debby		Jelly		rainyhorse@aol.com		NO. No mining, no drilling, no hunting, trapping or killing, just preserve the land. I recollect much land that had been promised to be kept in preservation that has been developed and compromised in the past. Those who want to gain from the loss of necessary wilderness habitat cannot also be expected to comply with their own promises. Just NO.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexis		delisle		adabroski@yahoo.com		I know gov Scott does not bother re a ding 5th comments or care about petitions,  but I'm going to submit regardless as he is full of sh $* and I oppose this plan deeply.  


 All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joni		Lowther		opensable@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Phyllis		Blaylock		phyllisblaylock10@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Psul		lmp13c@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Starr		ldstarr@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathy		Mcdonald		kat98mcdonald@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ronnie		Jones		gtmjones123@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Agustin		Rodriguez		arodriguezmex@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amanda		Ekblad		excaliblad@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Constance		Ruppender		PoetC7@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marianne		Lachapelle		mlach20@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Keaton		becky.keaton@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
To allow ANY concession that will further endanger the Florida Panther is unconscionable.  Just because the powers that be care nothing about endangered species or conservation doesn't mean that most of Floridians are the same.  We cherish the Panther and the land necessary for it to remain on Earth!  The Florida Panther doesn't understand or care about politics, and this is what the "conservation plan" is about.  It is most certainly NOT about conservation.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		cherra		Connor		xisle@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janet		Cannon		jarcann@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caitlin		Fogarty		chocolatdepp@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Jaillet		sjaillet@comcast.net		Florida does not need more development.  We need common sense and compassion for our fellow men and women and for what little nature and wildlife remain. Please listen before it's too late. 

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Andrea		Faustino		afaustino@sbcglobal.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		Parker		dparker315@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Gillman		dgillman@ncf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brent		Lachapelle		bdlachapelle@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diane		Chambery		dtek2002@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Corky		Ferrante		corkeldog@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Savannah		Endicott		savannahendicott@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		William		Cooney		william.cooney16@ncf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Blake		Addington		blakeaddington04@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sandra		Kahana		windycity@kahanastunts.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marion H		Dudek		mhdudek@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Madison		Smith		madison.smith13@ncf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Fern		Gadd		ferngadd@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Camille		Larson		westgrl3@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathleen		Hennig		khennig@health.usf.edu		Please, please listen to the future generations of Florida and protect what little habitat native wildlife has left. I strongly implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Please, there is plenty of space for development - we MUST protect these corridors and habitats for the survival of our State's most prized and special resources, the Florida Panther. 

Thank you for acting on behalf of Floridians best interests!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sally		Baldwin		sallyb1947@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cheryl		McPherson		ironweed11@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maria		Ward		p.ward920@ntlworld.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		kathy		bailey		klynn7@lycos.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Somers		easomers7@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

That AND come on, this is just an excuse for Liesa Priddy and her fellow ranchers to kill panthers. There are so very many panthers now (yes, that is sarcasm). Florida's FWC is already a laughing stock and the people of Florida are pitied because of the horrid Black Bear fiasco last year. Do it again because Liesa Priddy wants you to? Stand up for Florida since she stands only for herself!!!!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeffrey		Baird		jeff@jeffreyleebaird.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduces the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place the unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mark		Ratikan		cluinn68@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Snowman		nls33070@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gaylon		Sperle		gaylon723@aol.com		The land was a panther habitat, is a panther habitat and should remain a panther habitat.  What we're doing to our wildlife for the sake of "progress" and greed is a sin and a shame. Obviously Gov. Scott has little if any compassion or caring for wildlife.  To allow that horrible bear hunt was despicable in itself. Now it's known he appointed Liesa Priddy to the Wildlife Conservation Commission who wants a federal permit which is like appointing the fox to watch the hen house. How many more species must become extinct before humans realize that wildlife has as much right to live on this earth as humans do.

Public comments will do nothing to stop the plans of the politicians and the greedy.  There are some moves that are made in the name of progress which is not progress at all, and this is one of them.  May karma come back double fold on those who make these decisions for their own personal gain and greed.

 I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Gaylon Sperle
351 Brentwood Circle
Brunswick, GA 31523		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Clare		Ohland		Pastelpink2@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Urban		Green		whitedogs42@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		deborah		snyder		qamaeka8@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sheila		Foley		sfoley@ncf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patricia		Shulman		erdoc60@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Suzan		Toma		s.toma@home.nl		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Stark		golesto99@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sarah		Wright		mama666onthego5@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Steve		Cappiello		cappiello_steve@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jim		Tidwell		jt1stcav@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		PATRICE		colamesta		pmccola52@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joyce		Evans		Kitsilano03@shaw.ca		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Boushon		mrsbou@sncglobal.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elaine		Greenlee		regreenlee@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Leave these lions alone to live their lives. They shouldn't die just because you think they are in your way!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margaret		Carney		mmctut@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		frances		scott		cs.ff2010@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ashley		Peers		apeers@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Josee		Corriveau		Joseec50@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elina		Lipilina		lipiluna@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. NOT TO MENTION THE HARMFUL PUBLIC HEALTH EFFECTS OF EATING BEEF AND SUGAR HAS ON HUMAN HEALTH AND INCREASED BURDEN ON OUR HEALTHCARE SYSTEM ASSOCIATED COSTS OF HEART DISEASE, O ESITY AND CANCER LINKED DIRECTLY TO A DIET BIGH IN SUGAR AND MEAT. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Catherine		Pante		crvnu@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donna		Heaton		uphighfla@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ellery		Lennon		e.lennon@umiami.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Please don't sacrifice Florida panthers or the environment for money and personal gain.  Florida panthers are iconic Florida wildlife and are ecologically important as predators.  Florida panthers are on the Endangered Species List for a reason- their population is dangerously low and cannot take much more anthropogenic pressure.  Bulldozing their protected habitat could doom the entire species.  Florida was once a beautiful state with many unique ecosystems and it doesn't need more oil drilling and development, it needs environmental protection.  Please do what is best for Florida, not what is best for large corporations.  You were appointed to help Florida, not yourself.
Thank you for your consideration,
Ellery Lennon		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Daniela		Kohl		danielakohl7@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jana		MIracle		jrmiracle1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Paul		Scudder		phscudder@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. Development should pay its own way and not expect the taxpayers to subsidize it.  I want my tax dollars to save and protect land like I voted for in Amendment 1, not subsidize its destruction.  The development proposal should be moved out of primary panther habitat. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Matt		Hinckley		isolatediguana@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		david		neusaenger		dneusaenger@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		milinda		neusaenger		milinda4546@att.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lukas		Heath		lukas.heath14@ncf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Aaron		Harriss		harrissphotog@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Cook		lb.cook@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Bates		lizloveslocal@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Oriana		Reilly		oripanda345@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Colette		Thode		colettethode@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeannie		Mounger		jmounger@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kassy		Holmes		kassy.holmes01@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tiffany		Mueller		onthedayi@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joan		Ruby		Valerie.ruby@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		steven		head		stevenmhead@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kim		Nolet		knolet1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Richard		Nolet		rnolet1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Martin		Habecker		mvhc73@mail.missouri.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christopher		Smith		cs1776@gmail.com		Please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit.  So much of Florida has already been developed.  (Witness the traffic!)  We need to make a sincere effort to save natural habitat.  The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexander		Thornton		alexthornton830@gmail.com		Here's your chance to do something other than murder things. You know, something that will actually help preserve Florida's ecology? Don't screw this up please. After the bear hunts and the alligator killings, maybe you all could behave a little less violently and I don't know... protect something? 

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		brittany		beck		brittbeck28@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexandra		Vargas		aliwashere@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diane		Clayton		difi61@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robert		Rahberg		savannasbob@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Madeleine		McCreary		mccrearymadeleine@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Thank you for hearing my voice		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kristi		Fecteau		mkit_2000@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anthony		Ingle		lyteninja@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		William		Scheurich		backyardburningbilly@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Athena		Rycyk		athena.rycyk@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Supporting the the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit, conflicts with the goal of FWC to use scientific data to guide their decisions for wildlife conservation.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.						

		lisa		croy		croy@ncf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gay		Hasty		gayhasty@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Marks		susanmarks1102@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Esther		Vickers		evickers@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Johanna		Gromek		archertrans@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margo		Shattuck		margoeshattuck@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Emily		Saarinen		emily.saarinen@gmail.com		Dear USFWS:

I have a PhD in Biology, am a former government researcher, and am an active academic researcher in the field of conservation biology. I absolutely disagree with the current Eastern Collier County Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. I have been involved with similar projects in Florida over the years, and I know what HCP and incidental take permits are supposed to be. I am extremely disappointed at how these current plans VIOLATE the US Endangered Species Act. To support this plan would be to  break federal law and to break public trust.  Approving this plan denies the biological needs of the Florida panther as well as other federally-listed species. 

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Deny this plan.

Regards, 
Dr. Emily Saarinen
Assistant Professor of Biology and Environmental Studies
New College of Florida		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michelle		Ruel		happyreader37@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deborah		Clark		kaydeewins@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Judi		Jones		judijones@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joshua		Knight		joshua@sandalswithsocks.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karessa		Kernan		doulakaressa@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Strait		lstrait2000@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Hilary		Burton		otwdesigns@gmail.com		I've lived in FL all my life, and have only seen a FL panther in zoos once or twice, rather shocking since every zoo in the country seem to have a tiger, an animal from another continent. These animals are already so close to extinction due to our lack of respect for their environment and safety, it is unacceptable to even consider allowing them to be hunted. Please allow future generations  the opportunity to learn about these incredible creatures in real life while they are still here, not out of a textbook or museum after they are gone.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Katharine		Walker		raising.assets@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nicole		Roussou		rissa.nr@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Paula		Gentile		paulag393@me.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carlos		Martinez		cm1962@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Arielle		Thode		ariellethode@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexa		Thode		alexa.thode@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Gear		ngear@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Darian		Butler		Darianbutler314@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Heather		Norfleet		heather@norfleet.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Natalie		Mades		natmades@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chris		Hamala		chrishamala@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Santello		santellom@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patience		Summers		karmagoaround4me2@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		melissa		yates		leeyatesfamily@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brad		Davidson		bdavidson7873@att.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rhonda		McConnell		rhonda.mcconnell@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mitzi		Dykes		mdykes@stetson.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Justin		Saarinen		justinsaarinen@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gabrielle		Graham		gab.graham@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kerry		Sees		kbsees@att.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		RE		Green		ruru57@juno.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Davis		jd88@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathy		Griffin		khgnsb@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lorna		Ferguson		fergie2198@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carey		Fletcher		CRFLETCHER@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathryn		Elliott		kitt-e@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it.   Don't let the few wealthy further destroy our natural resources to
Line there own pocket.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jane		Warner		hhoj11@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		PATRICK		DENNING		PTDENNING@GMAIL.COM		ENOUGH IS ENOUGH. OUR NATURAL RESOURCES ARE STRUGGLING TO SURVIVE AS IT IS WITH HABITAT LOSS. AND NOW THIS. TOO BAD WE CAN'T HUNT THE HUNTERS. PLEASE REMOVE THE "CONSERVATION" BULLSHIT FROM YOUR LOGO.

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ed		Maxwelk		emax@gate.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathryn		Elliott		kitt-e@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it.   Don't let the few wealthy further destroy our natural resources to
Line there own pocket.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		lois		reed		lois@loisreed.com		I don't even understand why I have to fill this out. I know many of you personally and I know you are an educated group of people who love FL

Come on now. Do the right thing for the land you are stewards of. 

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		linda		cochran		cochranwnt@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Madeline		Klinko		madeline@digiphase.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Sanders		barbandjoel17@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thea		DeDyne		Theade6@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Frances		Scuteri-Moore		sportbikerbabe@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janice		Scales		jscales222@cox.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Black		jdblack@primalx.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		stuart		morton		zipitotec1957@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Acosta		stephanie_acosta88@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sandy		Van Camp		surfgirl1012@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stacey		Weinberger		poppinjay@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dana		Bailey		alaynacole@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thomas		Wheeler		thomasfwheeler@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathleen		Burson		khburson@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.				The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joanne		Gura		Jgura@rocketmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
Before anymore building goes on, this state needs to figure out how to control the crowds of visitors who are here for 6 months every year jamming up the roads.  Naples is growing fast and there are not enough good roads to get from point A to point B, especially with an accident on 75...we aren't prepared now for the crowds we have, why don't we concentrate on taking care of our natural resources, one of the reasons people come to Florida, instead of tearing it down to develop and kill all of our wildlife while they are at it.  If we are not careful, we will ruin this state as a seasonal getaway because it will be too busy for people to want to come here.  This place used to be quiet, laid back, vacation paradise.  Now in season, it is just a long line everywhere you go...don't add to it.  Keep our state a special place to come to.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carol		MacPherson		joyoussong60@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Please listen to Florida residents, biologists, and other scientists on this important issue. Let's keep Florida as the beautiful natural state for which it is known.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lynda		Cargile		lynda.cargile@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Hilary		Brown		hilary@mamboland.com		Our native habitat is disappearing at alarming rates.  Local wildlife have fewer and fewer places to live.  The more native forests and wetlands disappear the worse the risk of storm damage and flooding. Florida is a serious example of this degradation of important habitat.  

 I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit.

In addition to the issues below, there is BLATANT conflict of interest for members of the Florida Wildlife Commission who own land in this area and stand to profit immensely if this so-called 'conservation' plan that they have put forward goes into effect.  

This plan does NOT meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Please examine all of these issues and reject this plan.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lesley		Greene		lesleycgreene@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lewis		Earle		lewearle@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kyndal		Teague		kdfoshee@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rob		Hunter		inkerrh@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		barbara		taylor		barbtaylored3758@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Weslea		LaValley		weslealav96@hotmail.com		PLEASE reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit.  The proposed plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). and does not minimize or mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, our precious water resources, or habitat conservation to the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development reduces the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I will not and do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Sincerely,
Weslea LaValley		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Rowell		pob12097@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tiffany		Ackerman		tackerman777@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		DOROTHY		CARWELL		DLCARSWELL@GMAIL.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nicole		Giannasi		nicoletink@mac.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lee		Fleury		lfleury@hpsfl.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kenny		DeMello		ken.demello@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary Jane		Royce		mjroyce@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julie		Casciano		julies28@mail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sandra		Mercer		sandra.l.mercer@gmail.com		As a 73 year-old Fla native who has seen too much of my state's natural habit and its inhabitants slowly becomeing decimated, I have grown more tired and discouraged with the greed and lies used to justify land grabs. I DO NOT want to see more of it!

Reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduces the chances of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jillian		Southerland		southernj@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Bernstein		solepole11@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Kazimier		becky.kazimier@cox.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Mcclung		maryh.mcclung@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cindee		Caldwell		cindeecaldwell@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Harbison		yogalinda@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deneen		Olivieri		pastemeup@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Giovanni		Green		gion.ra@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Afton		Anderson		flafton@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joyce		Brodsky		spiritdancer76@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		K. A.		Castle		ReNauMoon@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julie		Morgan		windczar@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jaclyn		Pelchat		doghousecanine@gmail.com		I urge US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal, please. These are few, are among many reasons to reject this plan. Thank you kindly for your time, as time is valuable. God bless		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		angelle		bauer		angellebauer@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kelly		DiLorenzo		kellyd2123@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joe		Hart		cukmehard@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karen		Rook		karenspiegler@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nedra		Goettling		nlgoettling@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Victoria		Ann		traumaqueen514@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sally		Davis		davis.sal@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		

		George		Heppel		gjheppel@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rachel		Dahlgren		info@tournamentwear.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ann		Lyon		alyon3@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tammie		Barfield		tammieb23@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michelle		Packard		mpackard@packardtechnology.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ian		Deery		ian.deery@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nikki		Salomon		mrsnikkisalomon@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeanette		HURLSTONE		jhurlst@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Theresa		Campbell		grammyt1965@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stella		Bourassa		Stellalogic1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		autumn		masson		autumnmasson@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geoI graphic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donna		Ellis		donalee333@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bill		anderson		wea222@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jackie		DeKelaita		jackiedekelaita@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		hugh		mcgillivray		hughmaniv@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patricia		Wetherington		madsm29@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		marjorie		smith		smibuch@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		William		Davis		slickw143@gmail.com		Florida does not need more land development. Eco-tourism is one of the biggest draws of this state, and our wildlife and environment should be celebrated, not destroyed for the sake of profits for the few. This state's wildlife and ecosystems have been under constant assault by those in positions to protect it, such as FWC Commissioner Lisa Priddy. Florida's citizens are fed up with the recent attitude of the state government in regards to nature, and this latest attack on the Florida Panther, our *state animal*, is the worst yet.

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		SUSAN		Rouzier		rouzier_s@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Loretta		Goldenberg		LLGoldenberg@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deanna		Dooley		deannadooley@ymail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lou		O'Rourke		lorourke97@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lourdes		Donikian		lulydonikian@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kevin		Nelson		kjonn01@me.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gayle		Martin		mail4gypsy@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carrie		Garrelts		carriegarrelts@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Richard		Sanderson		grumpusrs@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stuart		Slaymaker		stus18901@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		chris		miller		molten.ink@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		sue		Damon		suedamon1@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christine		Googas		thebirdcrew@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sheila		Murphy		sile5459@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		McNamara		marycmc@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Matthew		Sullivan		matt.sullivan93@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joanna		Helms		mamajosherbs@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Fawn		Avant		fawnandneil@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		shanika		nowak		mrsnowak320@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Russell		Bartholow		russbart1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Fowler Jr		jtf1960@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Lange		jlange318@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cheyenne		Powell		cpow.017@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Kelley		dkelley418@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kimberly		McFadden		kimberlymcfadden1@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rafael		Grullon		rafgrullon@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Being a Florida transplant, but here now for over 20 years, I realize that I have an unwavering love for this precious state and it's wildlife. Please consider not giving into the instant gratification of greed and help save these beautiful creatures. God bless.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Wilbur		chilingpaiacademy@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brian		Doyle		bdoyle262@comcast.net		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		eve		Brooks		nomegusta3@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Andrea		Chappell		Andrea_horses@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Thorn		countrygatortheater@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Fran		McNeill		fma1946@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mare		Quinn		mangographics@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Milfs		wellness_4_all@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Peggy		Yates		idahoyates@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dane		Conley		conleydc@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Frank		Dims		fdima70@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does ynot meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sharli		Ward		sharli.a.ward@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Darien		Terrell		tink12000@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jane		Edwards		jane.2236@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Trina		Sulik		beansulik@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cheryl		Baker		cherylbaker1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		m		Coates		treehousetea@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."				The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joy		Keenan		joykeenan@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brandy		Franklin		bmf227@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Paul		Fischer		paul@cloverleafcarpentry.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wulff		Cole		atattooedwolf@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rosemary		Garcia		sharee.charlee@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		William		Barham		billbarham104@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shelli		Richter		richterran@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amy		Tift		hansen.204@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Debra		Heselton		debraheselton@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cheryl		Lattif		clatif2@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thomas		Page		tompagela@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Naomi		Bourassa		naomilmtryt@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Monica		Pelletier		monphilpel@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janet		Gallagher		janet_gallagher@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patricia		Clark		Vassago63@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ceci		LaDuca		ceci.tampa47@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		Brousseau		Ltneesbo@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Luisa		Acosta		jas11749@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tom		Southern		tomhsouthern@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		GP		Stoloff		gpstoloff@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Capps		lfcapps@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Kaider		4theloveoflaughter@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dian		Hampton		dianhampton@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		midge		mamatas		midge.mamatas@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lorelei		Densmore		loreleidensmore@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brenda		Fasolino		brendabythesea@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Haney		davehaney27@yahoo.com		The Florida panther is critically endangered species and has not been given proper protections under that designation. The state of Florida has continually sided with development over protection and allowed for further loss of habitat. Only under governor Rick Scott and his FWC appointees, would there be a plan to shoot the state mascot and the face of conservation.  I only hope that the federal government will step in and stop this cruel and senseless land grab.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michelle		Gale		michelle@whitelionesscoaching.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sallie		Robinson		srobinson2629@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nina		McCallum		mccallum.nina@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		elizabeth		faulds		elizabethfaulds@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Crystal		Hamilton		crysthamilt2@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Katie		Sproul		katielynn324@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ivan		Seligman		divensail@hotmail.com		Please reject  the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."				The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.								The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.								

		Bob		Kovacevich		avatarcompany@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Aubrey		Robinson		robinson271979.AR@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Keri		West		kerisart@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Steven		Greene		silentbear1953@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Todd		Warsing		toddwarsing@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		cristine		trayner		christine_wildcat1@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dawn		Foster		pinkie_d_girl@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		William		Sproul		satiricon3@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marsha		Hodges		mwhodges47@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		

		Jim		Peters		jimpetersboas@earthlink.net		Please do the right thing and perform your duties the people have entrusted your agency with! I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tammy		Ward		emeraldknightsky@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Trachtman		elizabethrom828@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deborah		Krause		Godeb8@aol.com		It would be difficult to adequately convey how distressed I feel about this proposal to kill the endangered Florida Panther for money. What makes it even worse is that a Florida State Wildlife Commissioner is one of the people behind the proposal! That would seem to be a gross conflict of interest, particularly when the Panther biologists have clearly stated that this is not a viable option for the continuation of this species. Protection of wildlife should be the goal of any wildlife commissioner, not trying to find ways to further endanger our wildlife population for a profit. It is not only the highly endangered Florida Panther at risk. There are many species that would be affected with the type of development being proposed. Please reject this very bad plan. We have already lost most of our wildlife habitat here in Florida. It is no secret that developers are running amok due to the lax regulations here. Once this land, fresh water and species are gone, there will be no getting them back. PLEASE DO THE RIGHT THING and be on the right side of history. Help us save our land and wildlife! Thank you!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sarah		Alexander		evacharis@comcast.net		As an American, a wildlife advocate, a mother, and a human being, I am speechless at the realization that ANYONE for ANY merely commercial reason could be given the right to EXCEPTION of the Endangered Species Act.  I consider the ESA to be one of the most important pieces of protective legislation ever passed, and I insist on its application to the very letter.  NO EXCEPTIONS.  All this would do is open the gateways to a moral degradation, and breach of scientific understanding, of what is necessary to preserve not just the Florida Panther, but its essential ecosystem and the biodiversity necessary for the sustenance of our planet.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cassie		Joyner		army.strong3880@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lynn		Maynard		lynnmaynard80@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tara		Uadagno		taramquadagno@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary Lou		Wurst		maryw3015@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Emily		Gallagher		emmsessa@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Erin		St. Pierre		stpierre83@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marissa		Moore		marissamoore13@ymail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ann		Grewe		annie.grewe@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Del-mari		Fransson		gypsydel@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mark		Sullivan		mark.sullivandesign@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michele		Belew		mwbelew@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		DiSanto		spaghetti46@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lorraine		Anderson		LorraineFTD@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Whitehead		stlwhitey@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gabriella		Andino		gabriella.andino@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tracy		Cobb		tracycobb@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Yolanda		Sawyer		YOLADIVA2000@GMAIL.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Colleen		Prater		kyflgirl@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michele		Belew		mwbelew@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Debbie		Wyatt		boxcroftgardens@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Drollene		Brown		drolleneb@yahoo.com		I request that the US Fish and Wildlife reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. Not only does the plan  not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a), it does not mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development will appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. I do not support the HCP's proposal, and I ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anjula		Smith		anjula7@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lauren		Lee		ensemblepieces@gmail.com		There are more than enough roads,  empty homes and abandoned buildings in Florida. The animals and water system need this land to funtion, we cannot keep whittling away the bits thinking everything will be fine.  I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Saundra		Emerson		bambooarts@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		clement		eckman		psbafl@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Coughlin		Becky_Coughlin@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kristen		Garcia		mrskgm@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kim		Hanberry		khanberry@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christina		Coll		lycaonvulpes@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dorsay		Fischer		fnativefish@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered specIt's. Considering the science that is available proving this proposed development is incompatible with the continued efforts to the recovery and survival of the Florida Panther, it is inconceivable that this project even deserves the attention it is getting.  There is also the obvious conflict of interest in the part of Commissioner Priddy who is referred to as a landowner that is extremely troubling.  Should this development be approved it will be another example of the constant undermining of public policy by the well-to-do in Florida politics.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		MARCIA		BLAHA		coalmoney75@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Renee		Sessions		rjsessi2@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carol		Ahearn		inyala55@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Vicki		Osborne		roners@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Lemay		jlemay67@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lauren		Mades		lauren.mades@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. OUR ENVIRONMENT AND OVER 15 DIFFERENT SPECIES ARE AT STAKE HERE, AND THEIR ENDANGERMENT SHOULD TRUMP ALL IN THIS MATTER.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Angelica		Ostberg		makeyourself005@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mina		Roller		stonecrab1122@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		carolyn		Cullison		cmcullison@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		PATRICIA		BASCIANO		GRANDMASRWISE7@YAHOO.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nicole		Cordano		nicolecord333@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexi		Howk		adhowk@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mr and Mrs. Richard		Matzick		purrcyn@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  Please save this land and the flora and fauna on it for future generations.  Save our panthers please!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		sandy		SALINAS		IMSNDBCH2@AOL.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mari		Johnson		katzmeow4@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Keeley		Sproc		Keeley.nicole@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sally		Klein		newmustangsal@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gudrun		Matthaus		gmatthaus@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Abigail		Goldberg		abigail617@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pam		Amundsen		pamae.grace@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kelli		Fisher		baileywinn@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sandra		Frazier		sfrazier6046@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kristen		Prosen		keprosen@gmail.com		Please represent the people you serve and not big corporations and and big government. Those coming out of the dark and waking up to these atrocities are speaking for the majority. Conserve our lands and natural habitats!

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deborah		Beitrusten		dbeitrusten@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bill		Stokes		bstokes4@juno.com		Stop this madness and rectify your course to protect our wildlife instead of down listing and sanction its killing. You have lost your way in this pursuit of renouncing protection vs. sanctioning the slaughter via hunting and reducing protections via down listings that are denying science and bowing to politics. This is unacceptable and you are neglecting your mission.

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kimberly		Skurkay		kimskurka@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jason		Hood		snakesunlimited@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Dill		theladydill@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gigi		Trebatoski		trebato@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sadie		Shaw		discordia009@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Hannah		Mooney		hanamoon11@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ginger		Skinner		lovemonkey0805@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Charlotte		Lenox		Gerrard@drexel.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		michelle		mardis		michellemardisart@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nathan		Miller		nathansquest@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Our habit and wildlife need more protection than ever. We have to fight against the continued destruction of what's left. Please, do what's right.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cinnamon		Crabb		cinnamoncrabb@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kari		Pulaski		k99ada@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		john		cielukowski		skyblu@cfl.rr.com		STOP KILLING OUR WILDLIFE AND PROTECTING THE INTERESTS OF RANCHERS.
I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cara		Baker		baker8703@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Light		lmlight2@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Renee		Montgomery		willosgirl@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathi		Gallaher		kathigallaher@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Griffith		lg@lindagriffith.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tiffany		Dombrowski		tiffany.dombrowski@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amanda		Strachan		astrachan277@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		carol		blais		carol.blais@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Hershel		Coger		hcoger@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Paul		Brewer		pbrewer1@centurylink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shirley		Lasseter		shirley@webpdq.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brian		Gunn		briangunn40@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Terry		Phelan		andyterry@windstream.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chelsea		Feeny		chelseafeeny@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robin		Lewis		robin_lewis@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kent		Van Zill		neonspec1@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jack		Weber		billsphan@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Judith		Rowlands		katzma@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Weyman		Meehan		pickindoc@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alma		Tyus		amtyus@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		suzana		jelinic		aloettesj@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ted		Udulutch		tudulutch@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rena		McPherron		divarena@mac.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
Are you kidding?!?!? There is absolutely NO WAY our Florida panthers need to be hunted - EVER!!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeffery		lamothe		jeff@camplamothe.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sherrill		Schoening		sherrill@tropicalsilks.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Gear		ngear@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeanne		Savoie		jeanne617@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kristen		Johansson		kjjprincess@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		M.H.		Myets		mmltscape@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Saundra		Emerson		bambooarts@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Farley		Palmer		farleypalmer@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		G		Casa		gcassa21@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Angela		Johnson		akjakj63@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		LYNDA B		WRIGHT		lbwright16@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Bohn		bohnlaura1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bethany		Jones		b3th4ny888@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Victoria		Weber		volland29@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Genevieve		Jahn		j_genevieve@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pat		Philips		patrisa1019@aim.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Roberts		ecotechconst@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Guillermo		Vazquez		gui.vazquez@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Terri		Bullard		tlb24.tm@Gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mike		MacDonald		curmudgin37@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Razia		Hashwani		raziamh@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Megan		Christie		mchristie3@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Keith		Spurlin		keithspurlin@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.				The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		david		lashbrook		LASHBROOK05@YAHOO.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ilene		Youtz		idyjax@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ruth		Patterson		liquidsummerset@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Gonzalez		lvndancing@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Conway		bkconway38@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Myers		sagejohnm49@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donna		Adamski		orphieg@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Na.ncy		Holschuh		nance4now@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamela		Green		sandhillpam@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Angela		Tilton		eldile@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dreama		Blount		lacybele@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cary		Collier		carycollier1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		christina		Zaron		christinaknotts@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gigi		Howe		gigihowe@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alycin		Hayes		alycinhayes@gmail.com		I ask the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit.  It is not a conservation plan that will work. 
Our remaining wild areas should be protected for our future generations and to protect the remaining wildlife we have. 
The impact of  development will reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival of our most endangered sub-species in the world - our wild Florida Panthers. 
 As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you please deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with an environmentally-responsible proposal. We are the guardians of our planet for the future.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carolyn		Stabenow		auntums@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Knapp		snapper8150@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		McCabe		stephanie@mccabegroup.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		James		Randel		themaj@me.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

If anything the State should acquire this property and put into protected status in perpetuity...No development, no drilling, no mining period.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Andrea		Scott		adscottampa@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michelle		Melton		wrimichelle@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pam		Escarcega		pgaescarcega1@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		LOUISE		ROY		midge29250@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laura		Dunaway		lauradunaway@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julia		Escobar		girlygirl231@gmail.com		Why does your organization seem more interested in making money than protect the wildlife you are hired to do?! Money can always be made in positive ways that will not hurt our land or animals. Please, for the sake of all that is beautiful about Florida....get creative in a way that helps rather than kills our animals.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.				Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.				

		Debi		Jordan		djordan@ju.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		leslie		sendell		llimaecho@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leslie		McDonald		lesmcdon@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Abreu		beautifulvivpig@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tim		Mehta		tvmeht3@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		donald		hodges		brooktagging@yahoo.com		Reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Danielle		Ohanesian		deohanesian@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Andrea		Sadock		andi4765@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		W Glen		Bateman Jr		wglenbateman@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
PLEASE, our natural communities must remain free of anthropogenic activity		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lacey		Johnson		laceyjohnson16@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		chris		hansen		chrishansen2@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		james		brown		intheforrest62@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ivey		Lamos		iveyspivey@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Lasseter		nancylasseter@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		B		Horvath		Brandilynhorvath@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lynette		Charlton		nosey275@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michelle		O'CONNOR		m.oconnorfla@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shannon		Bryce		shannon.bryce@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sam		Madeira		petnana11@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Craig		Huegel		huegelc55@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Crystal		Bryan		solanacrystal@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ileana		RAMIREZ		ilyramirez@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamela		Elliott		double-e-ranch@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		erick		jackson		erickpjackson@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Berry		theberries4earth@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leslie		Condoleo		lcondoleo@embarqmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sallie		Sommer		salliesommer@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		Crumpton		denisecrumpton76@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robert		Mack		bobkatmack@neo.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		hollie		greer		holbgol@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Louise		Leonard		leonardprofessor@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Juamita		Swing		juanitaswing@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Benedict		Mercadante		natives01@verizon.net		As  a life long Floridan, and  witness to the development of  the much needed environmental laws and concerns  that stretch back decades, I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Davis		susandavisdesign@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Hillary		Martin		hillarym@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Smith		uusmith49@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		kitty		bryan		kbryan713@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shannon		Perry		sgperry1966@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dr. Joan		Herrera		jdcherrera419@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maria		Struss		mariastruss@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Emily		Taylor		emilyanntaylor001@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gitte		Kitlen		gkitlen@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Kiester		davidkiester1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Toni		Mascaro		tonimarie16@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karen		Hile		karen.hile@mail.com		I don't want to see the panthers go extinct! I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Danny		Ullom		dolphinfan3@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tiffany		Tibbetts		firefly138@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sherry		Center		swcntr@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Terry		Mott		terrymott93@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patti		Carlino		Pattibtrfly@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marcia		Booth		marcia_booth@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jacqueline		Bailey		jjbt4033@yahoo.com		I grew up in the Everglades and saw the impact over time that humans have had on the ecological balance. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dakota		Bowdoin		dakotawolf510@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shannon		Monaghan		gfyshnbonus@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Paul		Amberge		paul.amberge@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Charles		Collins		charliecollins_504@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lyn		Valone		mommas@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Judy		Lins		edugator12@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Terry		Meza		delsol813@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."				The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		James		Lindsey		adam.lindsey0704@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Vanessa		Nichols		nessalovesjesse01@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		john		rutherford		johnrutherford1260@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sandra		CanSuch		sandra@hipsarasota.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rubi		Madrigal		rubimadrigal1029@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sue		Wachtel		jwachtel@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Blake		Harvey		harv969@gmail.com		Florida Panthers are on the brink of extinction. It's absurd to even contemplate hunting such a critically endangered species. There is no benefit to allowing a panther hunt, and it could well eliminate a keystone species from the Florida ecosystem. For the sake of our state, please reject this hunt.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		karen		mercer		petition@kdbaker.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		ANNE		ODONNELL		odonnel_anne@yahoo.com		Protect the panther.  More wildlife, less politics.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda "Schuyler"		Ford		StoriesHeal@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marissa		Mccallin		marissa.mccallin@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Andrew		Elliott		andrewe76@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Virginia		Story		vlstory05@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Quick		dquick126@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tiffany		Hodge		beachbaby1999@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shab		Amiri		shabamiri@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		leslie		williams		hiimleslieee@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lynn		Artz		lynn_artz@hotmail.com		I urge the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.				Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jenna		Ferone		laxshmi77@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Whitney		Bayerl		whitney110@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Coleen		Bronson		cbmouse2@aol.com		I am not sure why it id eben necessary that I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Castleson		inspiresmiles@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wanda		Gumm		bittermelon820@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Angela		Sardelli		asardelli318@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maya		Klein		ixchel23@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		ROXANA		McGillvery		roxy7388@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Raphael		Rodriguez		raph.lemongrass@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jason		Chavez		prestartjibe@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Esther		Torres		torresesther97@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Ingmire		mary4ji9@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alyssa		Hoopes		alyssahoopes@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Arden		Lusignan		ondragonflywings@embarqmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sarah		Benjamin		sarahkate@thegreatkosmickitchen.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Danielle		Stormes		danielle.stormes@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nicole		Grattarola		fzzyalien@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ruth		Gazzara		ruthgazzara4@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Melanie		Oliva		smel76@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kim		Johnson		notetokim@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Melissa		Mong		melissamong@ymail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Basse		suzieqbasse@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Glenda		Bennett		kaye.jones.bennett@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brittany		Smith		brittany_a_smith@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jackie		Osbun		jaosbun@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Yarboro		jenniferyarboro@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thomas		Gill		thegillfamily@bellsouth.net		Save the Florida Panther and reject this request for further development!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donna		Snow		mooshie333@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maggie		O'Halloran		magohalloran@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tim		Riley		romansfury@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sally		Gonzalez		sallgon@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Claude		Kenneson		claudejkenneson@yahoo.com		Why can't man leave some areas alone, like the Eastern Collier County panther habitat, so that struggling and dwindling species can survive?  Must we disturb every piece of land that nature has provided in the name of development?		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Wieman		lsw916@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sydney		Peterson		sydneyrosepeterson@gmail.com		I think it is important to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan has a large impact on the PRIMARY habitat for not only the Florida Panther, but also other species.  Once they're gone, they're not coming back. 

Wildlife is a huge draw for people to visit Florida. It is unique and should not be taken for granted... there are enough places for people to live, we don't need to develop a new city, especially at the expense of 10% of the remaining wild panther habitat. 

Simply unacceptable.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robert		McLennan		robmclenn@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dorothy		Lance		resqwhls@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Grant		lindaannegrant@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexa		Elliott		elliott.alexa@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dion		Coker		dion@muffintopcafe.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deirdre		Keeler		dkeelernd@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janie		Sheehan		kerryandjanie@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Webb		waya0025@aol.com		I am an 8th generation Floridian and an environmental scientist.  I and my family value natural Florida for our economy, quality of life, and future generations.  I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Sutphin		sutphin.junk@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lori		Dubay		perkylzd@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marie		Clark		benukhannah@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donna		Fine		fynherod@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Willie		Coney		iandirastawear@gmx.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bambi		Coney		bambic@gmx.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Katherine		Turner		kturnerlpn@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		SanFelippo		san269@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Orsini		rlorsini@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cheng		Liu		cheng@HolisticLivingSchool.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		PATRICIA		BASCIANO		GRANDMASRWISE7@YAHOO.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joanne		Bolemon		jobol@embarqmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dylann		Turffs		dylannturffs@gmail.com		As a lifelong Florida resident, I implore the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. It is embarrassing that this is even being considered and will be a tragedy if it goes any further. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Burrows		tjburrows7@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Smith		rebeccalynn120613@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sarah		Rosen		sarah.e.rosen04@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		lola		vogt		lolavogt485@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Glen		Bahnick		gbahnick@verizon.net		Panther habitat should be embraced and cherished.  These endangered animals need to be helped in order to survive, not hindered.   I am completely opposed to this development plan and I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anne		Conley		aconley3254@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jackie		Cheek		cheekjackie@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christian		McCarthy		zenfoto@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diana		Hayes		diana05142@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wanda		Nichols		Wanda.k.Nichols@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amanda		Powell		amleepow@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Robbins		nrobbins25@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Hoyt		webmistress_69@mac.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michele		Santos		Micheleteresa@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Heather		Crider		drheathercrider@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Holly		Hurst		dharmarose@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christine		Smith		buywize@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brenda		Shugars		breezebabe@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Richard		Powell		richard@permaculture.guru		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Matthews		skmatthews@rsnet.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Chomanics		david.chomanics@nehrlinggardens.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Brander		itsdramababy2@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dave		Chomanics		superdaddc@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alegcy		Salgado		alegcyartist@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.				Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Coleen		Chomanics		cchomanics@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dian		Hampton		dianhampton@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sharon		Daily		gotcats6@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sherry		Harmon		harmon201@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Richard		Pallares		paddleballpallares@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Morgan		Walker		morgan@macbethphoto.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Betty		Kish		bettykish@me.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Douglas		edougla2@tampabay.rr.com		Please please do not allow this to pass!! I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Catelynn		Hendrick		chendrick.s14@warren-wilson.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		jonathan		campbell		hydrogenparadoxide@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caitlin		Ollinger		caitlinmollinger@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joann		Dworkin		jdwride@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marla		Burns		mgdkburns@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Heap		mic_h@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Giselle		Van Bergen		g.brewgeest@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Reed		breedinc@gmail.com		The destruction of critical habitat for the benefit of a few is not the way you maintain a healthy state.


I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		nick		cardin		pa1nt1ng1tgreen1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deidre		Clark		deidrebee@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cindy		Jowers		embrismom3@aol.com		This is selfish and despicable! Stop taking away the homes of wildlfe. You are killing beautiful creatures, just to fatten your wallet and it is absolutely disgusting! 
I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Megan		Weeks		mgnwks9@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Suzanne		Valencia		suzmvalencia@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Benjamin		Primm		lokain123@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marilyn		Charters		mazcharters@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sherry		Fox		spiritfox543@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		DeAnna		Dearden		dearden.deanna@gmail.com		I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it. Instead of risking the lives of our already endangered species, and overloading our infrastructure and environment,  why don't we work with what we have near the town of Naples, and keep a smaller but more effective foot print.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caroline		Chomanics		carolinechomanics@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lynette		Roberts		jaspeadariel@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		susan		wolf		ssuuzz2@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caroline		Chomanics		carolinechomanics@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Angela		Cote		angela@theorganicangel.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ana		Zuccarini		azuccarini@knights.ucf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Malisa		Jernigan		mjernigan5@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Sipe		lmsipe@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Valerie		Armstrong		vxarmstrong@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tamara		Leathers		tammyleathers1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Renee		McInnis		reneemcinnis0121@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caroline		Chomanics		carolinechomanics@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caroline		Chomanics		carolinechomanics@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		Elia,RN		cindyelia3@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dixie		Nocera		33759dixie@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.      ******PLEASE STOP  YOUR HYPOCRISY******  We do not need more developed land areas to line the pockets of developers ..... we absolutely do  need to preserve and maintain what little natural wild  habitat we have left......  stop your greed.....  we are all watching now..... I have lived in Florida over 50 years..... and I vote.   *********		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alice		Cimino		alice_cimino@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shari		Davis		shari.davis66@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		cheryl		bertolino		cbertolino@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leilani		Harris		harrisleilani@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kristen		Kemp		kemp.kristen@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.				Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sherida		Billman		sheridabillman@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kimberly		Carter		carterkim03@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Melanie		Jernigan		melanie.jernigan@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cheryl		Phillips		uniquecherie@gmail.com		I urge the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jonathan		Kim		jonskim@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thomas		Ponce		kponce@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amy		SanFelippo		amygoats@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chris		Shigley		cjshigley@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Caitlin		Cimino		cimino521@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patricia		De la Vega		patito_cordoba@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Erica		Boucher		ericaboucher@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sara		Philkill		rosephil8@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Helen		O'Carroll		helenmocarroll@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Acor		jbacor@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Heather		Huddleston		heather@chimesmart.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christie		Payne		christiepyn@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Esastella		Coker		stella.coker7241@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Betty		Osceola		oochopee@ail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kati		Allison		doctorkhaos@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		William		Nylen		wnylen@stetson.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gina		Caracci		gmc1971@juno.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robert		Goldberg		bobbo924@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Constance		McClintock		constance.mcclintock@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anita		Page		anitapage@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Clyde		Sheffield III		ctsheffield3@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Phillips		natirose16@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Connie		London		clondon80@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leslie		Carlile		Ohspunky1@cs.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Campbell		McCarthy		cam_mccarthy@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maureen		Meagher		gustof01@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  
  
Please do not allow this plan to go through.  All of the creatures were put here by God and we are their caregivers. It is our responsibility to care for them.not put there lives at risk for our pleasure and greed..		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chance		Abney		cabney@rollins.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Emma		Blackburn		beeburn.eb@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michele		Wise		wisemlt@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rae		Nelson		PrincessKairi@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kevin		Youngberg		kry@american-ecosystems.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kerri		Bauer		kerribertolino@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Darin		Anderson		darinanderson83@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Cowin		JennCowin@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brandon		Moyer		brandymoyer407@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Juliet		Fletcher		jfletcher0523@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		virginia		nicewonder		nice1der@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Irene		Garibay		irenucha22@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

I would like to share a poem by Rainer Maria Rilke who understood the struggle of freedom:

The Panther

His gaze against the sweeping of the bars
has grown so weary, it can hold no more.
To him, there seem to be a thousand bars
and back behind those thousand bars no world.

The soft the supple step and sturdy pace,
that in the smallest of all circles turns,
moves like a dance of strength around a core
in which a mighty will is standing stunned.

Only at times the pupilb��s curtain slides
up soundlessly b�� . An image enters then,
goes through the tensioned stillness of the limbs b��
and in the heart ceases to be.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		jae		ortiz		tubesino@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christopher		Lewis		chrislewis6057@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Berardi		bac6565@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anna		Berardi		aefsuberardi@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Valerie		Collins		v_collins@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.pleas e,mash a volunteer at a county environmental learning center, I feel this is important for all of us.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jackie		Feasel		jcd0425@yahoo.com		Please can we rewild Florida instead of terraforming it? Floridians care about our environment and native species. We MUST protect them. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sue		Wilhelm		kaliali99@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carla		Valecko		carlavalecko@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shelly		Pawlikowski		shedon@alaska.net		Hello. I am writing to ask the US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. There are so many things wrong with it. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. Plus all of the scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs.  And you know as well as I do that if the conservation measures are not clearly spelled out, they will not happen.  As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  We have these conservation rules for very important reasons.  Please do not give in to greed - or at the very least, don't give in to those who want to ride rough-shod over the conservation rules. These areas are too important.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		alecia		Folsom		aleciadawn72@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mark		Taylor		the_marktaylor@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Veronika		Tuskowski		Veronika.tuskowski@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dia		Volpe		imusici7@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jo		Finstad		johara6983@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Natalie		Vickery		familyherbalist04@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bernadette		Britz-Patker		bernadette@jmco.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chaz		Ruckstuhl		chazruck@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Judith		Jensen		jupiterjudy@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		William		Ranew		billranew@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dan		Griffith		surferdan102200@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kristina		Palvisak		k.p.gator@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Judith		Hill		ninaella@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bonnie		DAngelo		bonnie.dangelo@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Judith		Hill		ninaella@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Darlene		Logue		wolfsong88@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bette		Magers		bmagerscrs@aol.com		I was born in Florida and have lived my entire life in this beautiful state. 
I am sickened by what I have read here. Why does Florida keep giving in to developers? And changing the rules for endangered and threatened species? I thought FWC's purpose was to protect our state. I beg you, please, please don't allow this to happen. Let's protect Florida and it's inhabitants!

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Madison		Curry		madisonmcurry@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

We need to be environmentally-responsible if we intend to, as a species, survive. Our survival is dependent on those who also live on this planet with us, and with their demises and the further demise of undeveloped land, we are limiting the amount of years that we, alone here on this planet if we keep it up, will be able to survive. Think about you and your family as well as thinking about the panthers and other endangered and threatened species.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		SANDY		SALINAS		IMSNDBCH2@AOL.COM		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Frank		Barry		fbarry82@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tracy		Floyd		tracysfnm@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Doris		Patron		Dpat11755@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.						The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Helen		Schmid		mojorox@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Greene		tweetdreams44@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Paul		spaulinva@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kim		Devet		nalamerlin@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Vickie		Wilcox		Gizzysowner@Yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Allman		faceittoday@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Catherine		Pante		crvnu@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Angie		Long		along@gametime.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lynette		Hernandez		aylinacosta6@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nina		Lombardo		gatheryoursensez@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Randy		Mermel		geodomedad@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julia and Dennis		Mader		rasayana@cyberstreet.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diane		Finney		SeaHagDF@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Teresa		Butler		freyya77@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamela		Nordstrom		pampaislie@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Aymee		Laurain		ashisbaby17@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julie		Scheurich		missjuli@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tim		Fricker		tymncycle@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Emma		Gordy		elgordy2011@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janet		Wootten		connemara@windstream.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dianna		Van Horn		diannavh@fairpoint.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Natasha		Hashwani		alya917@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		valerie		williams		valerie_williams@scps.k12.fl.us		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Eric		Hildebrandt		erich@gechho.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Park		scissorx@cox.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Margaret		Plennert		mplennert@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marcela		Trevino		marcela.trevino@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		lisa		wiselogel		ti.scootergirl@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamala		Wilson		celestialchakra@aol.com		"The Panther has been protected from legal hunting in Florida since 1958. It has been on the federal endangered species list since 1967 and on the state's endangered list since 1973. The future of this large animal depends entirely on the management decisions that are made today on its behalf. The Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission is responsible for management and preservation of this endangered State Animal, but only with your support will the Florida Panther remain a part of our unique wildlife community." - information from the Florida Department of State's on website!  Please do NOT allow hunting of our endangered wildlife.  If we allow hunting for the Florida panther, we could be the first state in history to completely wipe out our state animal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Grant		lindaannegrant@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Grant		lindaannegrant@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stacy		Beasley		sanderson0210@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rose		Urena		rosepeddles0528@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Veronica		Gonzalez		vgonzalez.notary@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Taty		Chernova		ameleanova@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amy		Foelker		amysurfs@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Janet		Skinner		janetskinner61@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeanette		Dixon		jeanettedix@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diane		Benitez		diane.benitez@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		rosie		larking		blackvelvetydog@yahoo.co.uk		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dianna		Van Horn		diannavh@fairpoint.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Samantha		Jones		sammysarah99@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marilyn		Suarez		desikane@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marilu		Dempsey		dempsey655@yahoo.com		Dear US Fish and Wildlife,
Please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development will be to reduce the likelihood of survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Sleight		lemiye@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Love		jdavidlove63@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Billy		Keeton		hbkeeton3@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alan		Harrison		aharrison55@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lee		Patrizzi		leepatrizzi@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Harrison		ssharrison17@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Harrison		liz.harrison92@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		TC		Cancel		aspirations80@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lorraine		Margeson		donlocomm@aol.com		I do not support the Eastern Collier County HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Our current state government in Florida and the appointees made by him to the Florida Wildlife Commission has proven over and over again than there is NO or little concern when it comes to environmental, habitat, water and species conservation. We do not need to clear the way for MORE impactual housing in south Florida where water is already a scarce commodity, our gulf is polluted by discharges from Lake Okeechobee, we have many wrong practices in this state that continually denigrates all that is precious. Don't allow yet another thoughtless respass on our beloved Florida nature!		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ann		Dexheimer		savvyshoppergirl@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		donnalee		hilden		donnaleehilden@yahoo.com		I really dont understand why killing is always seen as a solution by the human race, we need to let these animals live.  florida is so beautiful, it's the plants and animals that make it so, not the people. please dont take away more land from the animals, thanks you		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cathy		Pickett		cathy@berlinsign.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Greenhalgh		jgreenhalgh01@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexis		Cancel		lunchboxishere@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ashley		Honcell		Seminoles866@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christina		Cancel		ChristinaRCancel@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rose		Tremblay		rose.m.tremblay@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
Thank you for your consideration.

Rose Tremblay		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Sheridan		nvrbforgot@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Andy		Waldo		awaldo79@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		patti		Hughes		tkcmum04@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Eric		Ferrell		chefeferrell@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alicia		maccartney		izzyizz66@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		KATHERINE		MCGILL		kmcg9@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, we do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kimberly		King		kkgrafx@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		Payne		lunamama2ru@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lizabeth		Riepe		rdvwbugl@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Kon		avkon1@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Sapp		lisa2003us@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joni		Lowther		opensable@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jane		Durocher		janedurocher@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patsy		Nininger		pnininger@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lori		Watson		lori6760@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dawn		Mcnally		motherdawn@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		CYNTHIA		KEENE		keene613@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Clarkin		lindylooo1@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patricia		Jeleniewski		patrish@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathi		Harmon		kharmon531@gmail.com		Please do not pass this request. Driving around that area makes me want to cry. There is rampant uncontrolled development everywhere you look. this move would remove what little chance these animals have of surviving as it is. As a state we need to protect and preserve the things that make Florida more than an amusement park.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diane		Greer		DianeCetan@GMail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pandora		Seibert		seibertinteriors@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Selene		Connors		selene6760@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kath		Aspinall		kathasp@me.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Belinda		Binkley		cbbinkley@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Andrea		Bosiger		abosiger@embarqmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		Prescott		bookdragonsden@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Malory		Foster		malory.foster@gmail.com		As someone who was born and raised in Florida, I have witnessed the effects of development and taking of natural habitats over the last 29 years. The native Florida flatwoods are one of Florida's most beautiful and rare habitats, and they are home to many endangered species; therefore, I seriously urge US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther and other important species in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. 

As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bryanna		Law		bryannalaw94@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Benjamin		William		exfedben@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kim		Bishop		kashirin48@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Vicky		Rey		vicky@hudsonhydroponics.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		MM		Merryfield		merrymmerryfield@gmail.com		Please protect the very endangered Florida Panther. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.

Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.

The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karen		Johnson		j4kat@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sandra		Brinker		sbrink@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		John		Whittington		jfwhitti@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christa		Del Castillo		chrystadelc@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dr. John		Dwyer		dwyerj1@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Erin		Handy		ehandy@oceana.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Craig		barbaracraig87@yahoo.con		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Sutphin		jenn21@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sharon		Detlefsen		d42250@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maria		Zigre		irosey22@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Johnson		Relaxandletgo@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cameron		McCutcheon		risefrom.myashes@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeanette		Hansen		astoriaqueen_11103@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Copeland		ldacopeland11@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Don		Hosler		Dhosler61@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Iannotti		davidmiannotti@verizon.net		Please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karlene		Hartin		karlene.hartin@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karlene		Hartin		karlene.hartin@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Katrina		Shadix		treehugger52768@Gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Iannotti		davidmiannotti@verizon.net		Please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mark		Chiappini		chiappinis1935@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Kronholm		curmiesam@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Eik		blondetown@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Edith		Driest		edriest@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Cyphert		savenorthportanimalcontrol@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brenda		Burbage		brenda.burbage@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Angela		Dalton		angdal@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		renee		peters		counselgirl2000@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kenneth		Frazier		revrndale@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbie		Townsend		barbietownsend@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kelly		Semrad		kelly.semrad@ucf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amie		Damonte		damontea1421@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amy		Pierce		amypierce1979@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bonnie-Jean		Creais		oldsmartian@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nina		Perino		luvallbeings@gmail.com		I urge US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. 
As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sheila		Anderson		animallover6188@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Norma		Harper		sandypawspa@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marni		Samuels		itsmarni@yahoo.com		Dear Sir/Madam,

In addition to the following points, I would like to remind you of the recent bear problem in the greater Orlando area. Let this be an example of what happens when we reduce the natural habitat of these creatures in such irresponsible ways. There is no going back on the decision that you are being faced with right now. I implore you to listen to the perspectives and wishes of those who are contacting you now. 

Thank you and blessings. 



I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Theresa		Deckard		tinker3193@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Martin		Jones		jonesm@cofc.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Corynn		Poirrier		corynnmichele@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Astevia		Willett		asteviawillett@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Matti		Spencer		comeshome@verizon.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		vicki		reeder		v.reederrn@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sarah		Welch		sarahtwelch@hotmail.com		Please don't allow this to happen. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carla		Porter		carlaevporter@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Huff		mhuff78@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Cawn		barbaracawn@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathleen		Davis		katdaviscooke@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Heather		Barbour		heatherrobertson@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lucy		Keith Diagne		lucywkeith@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Luna		Murphy		paper-goddess@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kim		Schmick		sweetbirdme3@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Kross		jesred@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michele		Petys		mpetys@Gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ron		Karkovice		kkarkovice@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		anne		picke'		annepicke@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kelli		Gavaghan		kcgavaghan@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sue		Nichols		scorpiocharmer36@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Powell		susan.marie87@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amy		Hoots		amyhoots6@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nicolas		Hoots		nichoots6@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Teten		cedarcreekranch2@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Helen		Conroy		helen2373@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patricia		Logan		adhlady@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		claire		measel		rains1231@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Allison		Fraser		allisonfraser2011@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shanon		Burke		legomom0701@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Suzanne		Hummer		suzannelh2@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		karen		jacobs		usaproudofmycountry@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jaima		Gadeaun		choumankan@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Daily		Diaz		dailymdiaz@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christine		Donovan		Chrispirit@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michele		Kelly		lovelilac7777@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dana		Wood		aradia42284@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Valerie		Nulton		1paradisedreamer@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Santos		jessypr1974@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cindy		Brocious		clbrocious@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Laci		Brignac		whitnib04@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rhian		Cooper		cooperrhian@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sam		Allen		samantha77@gmail.com		I ithink this is DISGUSTING! Poaching not preservation !! There is only ONE Everglades & it is being SOLD OUT!! Rick Scott is a criminal thief & destroying our natural lands- and this is UNBELIEVABLE!!! Why is a developer even on the board?! Does no one care for nature in our government? The people care !!! Future generations are being robbed!! I mplore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nicole		Crosby		crosnic@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Christina		Suarez		TheOTMommy@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ethan		Hudgins		ethan.crew8@gmail.com		DO Y'ALL THINK THIS IS NORTH CAROLINA UP IN HERE?? WE'RE NOT GOING TO DISCRIMINATE AGAINST WHICH SPECIES WE WILL AND WILL NOT ENDANGER FURTHER. 

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		H. Suzanne M.		Elliott		suzkeywest10@yahoo.com		Please, as a second generation Floridian, I am begging you to reject the wishes of 9 landowners.

Please, keep what is left of the "real" Florida as it is today.  These acres are not pristine, but, they need to be guarded.  Please.

H. Suzanne M. Elliott				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ognjeh		Micovic		cinematographer_la@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Phoenix		Mains		phoenixmains@gmail.com		More consideration should be taken place regardless of how much money can be brought in. We are so quick to immediately wipe a species' natural habitat completely away and replace it with concrete moldings that are never guaranteed of anything but redundancy. Please help by recommending them to take a serious look at the future of something besides just ourselves for once. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mike		Sine		msine36@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marian		Kelly		kellygirl7427@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Logan		Kanan		logan.kanan@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joseph		Delgado		LifeIsGoodFun@gmail.com		I find it SHOCKING that we have to go through this process to STATE THE OBVIOUS.  

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  Whatever you do, I think you have a MORAL DUTY to protect the Florida Panther and what remains of its HEAVILY ENCROACHED habitat.  Thank you very much!				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amy		Wright		parkwright1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
Wildlife is a part of our land and deserves it's own habitat preserved and protected.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michele		Carlisle		fernitude@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Haley		Diefenbaugh		haleyd98@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mary		Donohue		mary.sfar@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alan		Freed		Bebra66@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robert		Marotta		wrecknut@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jenn		Aquilia		jenn@aquilia.me		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		Williams		rebecca_jane_williams@hotmail.co.uk		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julie		Reheiser		juliereheiser@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mackenna		Lake		athena1560@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Samantha		Gentrup		teachpeace76@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karen		Prosen		karenprosen1@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Diana		Brown		dbrown597@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Zingg		bzingger@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jana		Wiggins		voice4helpless14@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sally		Gonzalez		sallgon@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		K		Dubler		kymberlyad@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bobbie		Davis		roper196363@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jan		Daniel		jnjdan@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		R		Karr		rokarr@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Justin		Barnett		axman6666@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karen		Wheeler		mbenzslkkw@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Conyac		sconyac@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kathy		Register		chati22@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. The constant development is depleting much of our natural resources and threatens the vital future of our wildlife, including the Florida panther.  Thank you for your consideration and support in this critical matter!				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Kocen		kocenlocke@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Daniel		K		dkoenigkann@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shirley		Walter		oldcrow35@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Castellucci		felix2001@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thomas		Allison		kalyanamitras@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gary		O'Steen		gscyclepartsguy@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lisa		Martin		lisamartin783@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Fawn		Avant		fawnandneil@comcast.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jack		Gikk		jackdgill@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		DeWinter		bekkat50@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Conyac		sconyac@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Katherine		Sherman		physnfo@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.				The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.						

		Keneth		Johnson		johnsonk@fiu.edu		This intended exemption is so consistent with  the state of Florida's shameful history of diminishing natural lands that sustain resources and imperiled wildlife.  Please take the high road on this issue and help preserve what is left of what makes Florida a desirable place to live.  The US Fish and Wildlife Service is  is the last hope in preventing Florida from continuing its thoughtless and shameless acts on its natural environment.

I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leslie		Smith		dragondancier@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ian		Giles		igcaymanfrigate@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gail		Stern		Gail1muse@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Doris		Brown		dbrown2020@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Galbraith		stephaniemlankford@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amy		Saltsgaver		amysaltsgaver@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deidra		Ritchie		lunadd5150@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.														

		Sybil		St Claire		sybilstclaire@gmail.com		Please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. I love this State and it's natural beauty. We MUST become better stewards of the world or risk losing it all. There is no good reason to do this except to make money.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joselyn		Nunez		jnunez0903@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.														

		Otto		Henriquez		ottohenriquez@live.com		LEAVE THE PANTHERS ALONE!				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		judith		eisenberg		jpecatz@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amy		Pierce		amypierce1979@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lindsay		Layendecker		lindsay.layendecker@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marcela		Zurita		marcelazurita07@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sharon		Henry		smanfready@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Hrrod		fynherod@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Keri		Smith		flhdgrl@att.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Melinda		Etheredge		melindaetheredge@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		McCarthy		foobaby72@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Matthews		skmatthews@rsnet.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jill		Kirk		jkirk430@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Deborah		Easterling-Charles		easterli@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brian		OHalloran		ohallbrian@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Terrie		thomas		chip.ter@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robyn		McKenzie		robynku@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wanda		Callaham		wghens1@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anna		Mosley		sabellamosley@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Katherine		Turner		kturnerlpn@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carol		Christie		carol_e_christie@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bruce		Langston		brucelangston@gmail.com		I lived in Florida for eleven years, graduated from Fort Myers High School and the University of Florida. I still sirens a lot of time there, hiking and enjoying the natural outdoors. We can do better for our official state animal, the Florida Panther. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Debi		Matlack		debikayem@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Dempsey		Jenndy5@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		evelyn		boehme		jobemailacct2@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Steffi		Finnerty		stef51@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		MK		Noeske		threadworker@juno.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amanda		Gordon		gordonsgoods407@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pamala		Wilson		ianthes@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jan		Shelly		jshelly56@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Connie		Halleman		turquoise33@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Keep your hands off our Florida Panthers. Do the right thing and protect the ones we have left.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexis		Foxx		foxxa@hotmail.com		PLEASE reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit which does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). Scientific evidence of the plan indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduces the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther.

The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Casey		Poole		ccpoole52@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joseph		Hencoski		josephhencoski@hotmail.com		Please reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. So much of Florida has been developed already. We need to stop thinking about destroying our environment, and start thinking about preserving it, so that everyone has an opportunity to grow. By opening up these protected lands you'll be destroying any kind of future development this natural landscape has. Please let this land be saved for the wildlife. DONT FRACK FLORIDA! 

This type of industrialization on such a delicate ecosystem is not sustainable for one life time, let alone 7 generations; as the Native American's had preached. Please allow southern Florida to remain sustainable.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joanne		Fern		equipment4you@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bonnie		Flint		bonster127@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Katy		Marquardt		Coolkate342002@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Catherine		McNamara		cdmcnamara@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Samantha		Whitcraft		Tropical.Selkie@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tania		Ramos-Miner		Daydreamer919@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tammy		King		mayportcats@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jayna		Hamel		jayna.hamel@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robin		Wolfrey		rwolfrey7@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Julie		Perreau		jmaperreau@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tammie		Repp		cntrepp@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Crystal		Sick		lilgurl57@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Georgia		Howorth-Fair		geoknits1866@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ginger		Goepper		ghgoepper@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anita		McNamara		agmcnamara@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Walter		Bryan		bryanwalterc@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kristy		Grant		cattailcorner@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Charles		Foster		fostercharles96@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amber		Taylor		sustainorlando@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leon		McIntyre		doubledown14@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jeri		Russell		cjnmrussell@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		Beason		cinhooper@hughes.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tina		Richards		ktina.richards@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		brenda		warner		scoobdoob47@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lori		Zambos		lzambos@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Wayne		Schucker		wayne1sch@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Brad		Maggard		maggardb@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Grandey		deveen@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Connie		Halleman		turquoise33@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Keep your hands off our Florida Panthers. Do the right thing and protect the ones we have left.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carol		Harper		d_m_harper@me.com		Hind sight is twenty-twenty. Once the damage is done, it either cannot be undone or will take much time and money to reverse. Our planet and certain populations and habitats are at a tipping point. Conscientious decisions by persons not influenced by greed or other personal gain will make the difference in the Earth our future children and grandchildren inhabit. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Juliana		Thomollari		juliana.artemis@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Connie		de Haan		chdehaan@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Bramble		Chel		bchelette.moon@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Eilanwy		Slyboom		eilanwy@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Paula		Johnson		pmanjoh@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Willow		Cheek		willowcheek@yahoo.com		On the behalf of our precious, irreplaceable Florida wilderness, I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Chris		McMullen		cjmemail@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thomas		Danahy		danahyt@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Carolyn		Wainwright		wainwrightjacada@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Charlotte		Glover		chachnotes@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. We have already lost and endangered too many species in our world. It's now time to protect  them.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joan		Ruby		Wiganv@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donna		MacIver		djmac369@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Steve		Cappiello		cappiello_steve@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robin		Martin		rgmart7@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sheryl		Opsahl		sopsahl@cfl.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Steven		Greenlaw		mr.nursedude@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kate		Cordell		katecordell@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Gorrell		jennifer.s.gorrell@gmail.com		I am a biology treacher. And I know that these development plans will not only be detrimental to multiple endangered species but it will in the long run be detrimental to us as humans. Have you forgotten the ecological services that a healthy ecosystem provides? I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		dennis		shea		dpshea23@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Beth		Gordon		thegordonlawfirm@aol.com		I insist Leisa Priddy be immediately taken off the FWC due to conflict on interest!!!  How can she petition for this and still sit on this commission? 
I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Candace		Wehbe		cwehbe@swissenterprise.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joyce		Ilgenfritz		ilgenfam@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		David		Davis		62dave@cox.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shirlene		Stuckey		fluffdragon52@yahoo.com		I am outraged and sickened by  the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit.  FWC knows they cannot have an outright panther hunt, so they are opting for this scurrilous way to achieve what they want.  We need some help here in Florida, because our government officials (FWC) are completely ignoring our pleas for them to stop decimating our wildlife.  We speak at their meetings, we protest, the public (75%) calls and emails them, but it all falls on deaf ears.  When do you even hear of 75% of the general public calling or emailing any government agency on any issue?  It is unheard of, but last year 75% of Floridians did just that to oppose the bear hunt.  FWC had the bear hunt anyway.  I don't know what we are going to do, but we need some intervention by someone, or some entity with more power than the people of Florida have.             
This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
PLEASE HELP US!				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dona		Williams		donawilliams@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jacob		Johnson		jacob51johnson@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Audra		Locicero		audralocicero@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Glenn		Williams		glennwilliams@earthlink.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Irina		Pashinina		selenaland@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tori		King		tori.king@me.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anthony		Young		ant33413@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Maria		Diehl		Marialdiehl@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cat		S		xmerlinianx@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit!!!!

 This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). 
It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild.
 The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Roman		Hanis		romanhanis@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		JOHN		HALLEY		r5r4r3@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ricardo		Williams		ricardo.williams@ideasforus.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sagi		Ayalon		sagiayalon@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alfonso		Doce		rencrown@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Elizabeth		Spohn		eli.spohn@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Miranda		Murray		mirandatmurray@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Donis		Tejada		bencosme_donis@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patricia		Logan		adhlady@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Patrick		Fowler		pfowler18846@att.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		robert		kelly		losteskimoboy@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Mila		Dykes		milabelle@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jon		Jauch		jjracerx@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Crystal		Arellano		crysarellano@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leilani		Harris		harrisleilani@yahoo.com		Please please please reject this Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This is a horrible plan!! We do not need more development anywhere. I pray that we stop destroying our beautiful nature and wildlife before it is too late. If allowed developers will continue to destroy and pave over every single piece of land in the name of greed!!  This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.  People are watching the decisions being made. Leilani Harris				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kevin		Schroeder		ksschroeder@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shanti		Pierce		shanti.pierce@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		tammy		huckabone		th13132@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karen		Sisson		castmyvote@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Clayton		Gilchrist		cbmacdaddy@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Linda		Clarkin		lindylooo1@live.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Leigh Anne		Ricks		la-ricks@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Valerie		Ruby		Valerie.ruby@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		DeWinter		bekkat50@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		Fancher		clf158@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Just leave it alone.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kristen		Lawson		kcofla@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nicole		Di Dio		twinstar12@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cynthia		Fancher		clf158@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Just leave it alone.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lance		Barrett		lanceb1026@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		wheat		wurtzburger		wheat.wurtzburger@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marsha		Ruff		marsharuff@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Karen		Sisson		castmyvote@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Gary		Anderson		grandsong@cs.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Tiner		michael@holisticlivingschool.org		Hi, I write with hope that our government is not completely corrupted by private interests and corporate greed.  I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a).   It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Genevieve		Launay		launayhome@orange.fr		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Anette		Nixon		anettenixon@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Sandra		Duncan		vati.ammatri@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Samantha		Johnson		Samjohnson1723@Gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rebecca		DeWinter		bekkat50@msn.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Megan		Bailey		mcb12@my.fsu.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Shannon		Geis		relix@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ralph		Giunta		Giuntaiamralph@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Pam		Treadwell		ptfieldnotes@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Ari		O'Hara		valleygreenherbs@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.
Please don't do this. I'm begging you. On behalf of the Florida Panther, and all the other creatures whose lives you will destroy, including the humans, please don't do this. Please.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Rachel		Markel-Hernandez		markelrachel@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Danielle		Stanley		djjastanley@gmail.com		We do not want to destroy our land!! Save our land, wildlife, and ecosystem! PLEASE reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Alexandra		VArgas		alexvargas212@outlook.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tori		Cole		cole.tori.r@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Ryan		sryan8471@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Camille		Caldwell		camille@tampabay.rr.com		It is very important that this permit for incidental take of endangered species not proceed. Please listen to the will of the people. We care deeply about preserving wildlife for our children. This plan is has been proven unsustainable by many researchers and scientists.  I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Joseph		Siry		jsiry@rollins.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Juan		Robayo		juanprobayo@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Blaire		Edwards		blairenicolee@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Robin		Proctor		rhp177@bellsouth.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal. Florida needs MORE habitat saved. You have way more than enough develpment.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Susan		Conyac		sconyac@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Heather		Walker		chwspace@hotmail.com		I ask US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit. 

All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures. It also does not further address the additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.				The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		

		Alexandra		Sarton		LoveIsLoveOrlando@gmail.com		This is outrageous. I implore US Fish and Wildlife to REJECT the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. 

All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to return with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		leigh		long		lennie65659@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Tamara		Paquette		paqt2@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jessica		Grandey		deveen@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Virginia		Helman		virginiahelman@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Nancy		Brackett		hockeyfancy@Hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Amy		Duncan		amyc5265@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Garlock		stephanie.r.garlock@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Daniele		Giunta		danielle@touchedbylove.net		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jef		Shelby		jefshelby@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Kimberley		Ellis		ggwellness@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Marya		Murphy		earthdragonsareslow@gmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Stephanie		Russ		stephaniemruss@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Emily		Ruff		info@emilyruff.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Jennifer		Christiansen		ficklered@aol.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		MaryAlice		Cook		maryalicec@embarqmail.com		To the Us Fish and Wildlife Please, I beg you to see reason. Reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. It does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). I am concerned for the Florida Panther, water resources and habitat conservation. What you propose endangers all of them.  Please Reject the HCP.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		test2		test3		emily@orendaherbal.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		test		test2		emily@holisticlivingschool.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		test		test		emily@holisticlivingschool.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		emily		ruff		emily@holisticlivingschool.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.				

		emily		ruff		emily@holisticlivingschool.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.				

		emily		ruff		emily@holisticlivingschool.org		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.		The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.		Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.				

		Michael		Hanson		Mikesw21@yahoo.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.						Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Denise		James		denise@craigjamesphotography.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.										Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.						

		Phyllis		Butner		pkbutner@tampabay.rr.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.				Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Michael		Yoho		michael.yoho12@ncf.edu		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. Though I lack any expert opinions in law or biology I urge you to heavy consider rejecting any plan that would further risk Florida's shrinking wildlife. To man, Florida is already a place where walking through a few trees and bushes leads only to another urban sprawl. I hope you keep in mind the people who love to explore and study these animals, especially the adorable bonneted bat (I'm a sucker for cute bats). 

As time goes on, these wildlife areas all over the world will become rarer and rarer. I hope we can conserve what we still have. 

Thank you,

Michael J. Yoho

...								Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.				The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.				The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Barbara		Hicks		bhicks_ee@hotmail.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.										Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.								The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Avery		Smith		averysmith@asmith3.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.		25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones, and the 2008 US FWS Panther Recovery Plan explicitly states that "habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the Primary Zone. The continued loss of habitat functionality through fragmentation and loss of spatial extent pose serious threats to the conservation and recovery of the panther."		Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.				Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Dawn		Anastos		catlvr4@hotmail.com		I am writing to you today to implore the United States Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit, as this plan does not meet the minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a) b�� Permits.
The plan does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on all 15 endangered species, water resources or habitat conservation.  The 25,000 acres of primary habitat developed by the HCP destroys over 10% of the Pantherb��s remaining primary acreage, which is too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther.  The 2009 Panther Review team urged development out of critical primary habitat and into secondary zones.  The 2008 US FWS Panther recovery plan explicitly states that b��habitat conservation efforts should focus on maintaining the total available area, quality, and spatial extent of habitat within the primary zone.  Loss of habitat equals loss of the species in its entirety.  The 100 miles of new and widened roads will not only increase traffic kills of the panther, but the roads will be paid for by taxpayers.  I donb��t know about you, but I donb��t want my tax dollars paying for the deaths of an already threatened species.
The panther corridors are too narrow to be functional and will force more panther-human interaction and road kills.  Additionally, the 100,000 acres offered for conservation are already under state and local protection so should not be counted twice or considered as a fair exchange for mitigation, plus this b��conservationb�� land is being used for oil drilling which will devalues the land from an ecological standpoint.
As for issues aside from the panthers, the plan does not address the habitat needs of other protected species both animals and plants, threats to local water supply, the loss of prime agricultural land, and displacement of 1000b��s of farm workers.  Additionally, the Paul Marinelli Fund does not state clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not address additional financial burdens to taxpayers through roads and infrastructure costs.
Finally b�& 50 (FIFTY are you kidding me!) years is way too long to be able to adequately respond to a decline in population for the current endangered species, primarily the panther, as well as other species that may become endangered in the future.
As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.																Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.						

		katherine		erlacher		kathyerlacher@aol.com		The Florida Panther is our state animal - its numbers are critically low - we cannot allow anyone to decrease their habitat any more than it has been done already.  Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk. To lose these beautiful creatures would be to lose part of our own humanity; especially over the greed of a few wealthy landowners.  The panthers have lost so much of their natural habitat that taking anymore would severely threaten these magnificent animals even more than has already been done. Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions. 25,000 acres of primary habitat developed in the HCP destroys over 10% of the Panther's remaining primary acreage in Florida and is 25,000 acres too much for the survival and recovery of the Panther. The 2009 Panther Review Team report urges development moved out of critical primary habitat into secondary zones.I believe that it is deplorable for Aliese Priddy who services on the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission to be part of the ones who released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.   The 100,000 acres offered for conservation in the HCP are already under state and local protections, effectively double-crediting mitigation Panther Habitat Units. Already protected land should not be considered as a fair exchange for mitigation.I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.								Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.		Fifty years is too long to adequately respond should any threatened species decline in population or fail to meet recovery goals. Just ten years go, panther populations hovered at a few dozen in the wild, and have only recovered to a population of 100 in this last decade. This permit should not be approved for such a long time span with such sensitive species at risk.		Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.				The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Lynda		Stauffer		oriusins@gmail.com		I urge US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.				Panther corridors in the HCP are far too narrow to be functional, effectively providing sidewalks where there should be roads. Scientists agree Panther corridors will be useless and force more panther-human interactions.				Further, this "conservation" land includes activities such as crop cultivation and oil drilling which can devalue the land ecologically and destroy habitat viability.				Nearly 100 miles of new and widened roads in the HCP will be paid for by taxpayers to the tune of $2 billion and will ultimately cause a significant and unrecoverable increase in vehicular mortalities for the Panther and other protected species.		The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.				The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Thomas		Perez		tomp@mountairyalpacas.com		I implore US Fish and Wildlife to reject the Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Permit. This plan does not meet minimum FWS criteria per Section 10(a). It does not minimize and mitigate the impact of proposed development on endangered species, water resources, or habitat conservation the maximum extent practicable for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit of such chronological scope and geographic size. All scientific evidence of the plan as currently written indicates that the impact of this development appreciably reduce the likelihood of recovery and survival for the Florida Panther in the wild. The Paul Marinelli Fund does not enumerate clearly enough that adequate funding will be available for conservation measures, and does not further address additional financial burdens which place unfair hardship on local taxpayers through road and infrastructure costs. As proposed, I do not support the HCP and ask that you deny it, requiring the applicants to come back with a more environmentally-responsible proposal.														The HCP does not adequately address the habitat needs of other protected species such as the Caracara, nor does it address the risk to federally protected plant species.		Applicant landowner Aliese Priddy serves on the Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation Commission. The FWC released a new panther policy in September 2015 which establishes the official position that any efforts to promote territorial expansion will no longer be pursued. Pages 82-83 of the HCP specifically state that panther habitat losses will be mitigated through preservation of conserved land and restoration of other panther habitat. These narratives appear in direct contradiction and must be reconciled between local applicants, state authorities, and national wildlife officials.		The HCP proposes conversion of natural and rural lands into an urban area equivalent in size to Washington DC. There will be many impacts beyond that those to wildlife, including to water resources, sensitive public lands, and loss of prime agricultural lands.		The HCP fails to address threats to local water supply as a result of covered and plan-wide activities.		The proposed development will dramatically altar the economic landscape of Eastern Collier County and displace thousands of farmworkers.

		Cheng		Liu		makefile@gmail.com		sample letter in Advanced tab																						
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Erin Myers
Subject: Re: Introduction
Date: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 1:22:25 PM

I'm open Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday if you are!
Ken

On Tue, Mar 22, 2016 at 1:10 PM, Erin Myers <erin_myers@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Ken,
I'd be happy to have a call with you about the RCPP and HCP. I'm fairly open next week, so
let me know when you are available.

Erin P. Myers
USFWS

On Mar 22, 2016, at 7:50 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Erin,

I think we met briefly when | visited the refuge a month ago. At thetime | didn't
know enough to ask intelligent questions but now that | have my feet under me
it looks like we might have some more things to talk about now!

Rox sent out the notice about the RCPP program and | followed the links to the
working lands for panther habitat initiative...a very exciting proposal. | believe
that's the program Garret Wallace was also bringing up at a meeting we had
last week regarding the Eastern Collier HCP, because many of the things we
were proposing to incorporate into the HCP were very similar in scope and
mechanism to that initiative.

Long story short | see room for some overlap and incorporation of the initiative
in the HCP. Perhaps we should schedule a call to talk about the initiative more
so | don't go out and reinvent more wheels? haha

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street
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Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Caron, Andrew

Cc: amber crooks

Subject: Re: Invitation for Instant Net Conference
Date: Thursday, March 31, 2016 7:28:51 AM
Thank you!

On Wed, Mar 30, 2016 at 2:09 PM, Caron, Andrew <andrew_caron@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Ken & Amber

Here is the webinar link. Please forward this to the people you want
to invite to this webinar. They will use this to participate in this meeting. Do
not use this link to start and host this meeting. It is a different link. Please
contact me 30 minutes before the meeting and I will assist in getting it
started and how to run it.

Thanks,

Andy

Andrew Caron

Sr. Systems Administrator
CCite Contractor

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1339 20th St.

Vero Beach, FL. 32960

Email - Andrew_Caron@fws.gov
Phone - (772)469-4263

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: <e-meetings@mymeetings.com>
Date: Wed, Mar 30, 2016 at 2:05 PM

Subject: Invitation for Instant Net Conference
To: ANDREW_CARON@fws.gov

You are invited to join a meeting hosted by Ken McDonald. Meeting details are listed
below.

Meeting Date: 04/1/2016
Meeting Time: 01:00 PM EASTERN TIME

Instant Net Conference Details:


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:andrew_caron@fws.gov
mailto:amberc@conservancy.org
mailto:andrew_caron@fws.gov
mailto:Andrew_Caron@fws.gov
mailto:e-meetings@mymeetings.com
mailto:ANDREW_CARON@fws.gov

Meeting Number: 740737020
Meeting Passcode: (none)
Meeting Host: ANDREW D CARON

Join Instructions for Instant Net Conference:

1. Join the meeting now:
http://www.mymeetings.com/nc/join.php?sigkey=mymeetings&i=740737020&p=&t=c

2. Enter the required fields.
3. Indicate that you have read the Privacy Policy.
4. Click on Proceed.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Cassler, Constance

Cc: Kenneth Mcdonald; Purcell, Adam; Scott, Vickie; Cipriano, Maria
Subject: Re: Invitation letters

Date: Monday, March 28, 2016 9:37:55 PM

Connie,

No problem; we will send the list first thing Tuesday morning. Thank you.
Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 28, 2016, at 9:33 PM, Cassler, Constance <constance cassler@fws.gov> wrote:

Hi Tom,

Can you please send the list and we will print the letters. Roxannawill sign them and then we will
FedEx them back to you for mailing.

Thank you,

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casder@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Cassler, Constance

Cc: Kenneth Mcdonald

Subject: RE: Invitation letters

Date: Tuesday, March 29, 2016 8:12:30 AM

Attachments: Adgency and Officials Mailing List for Scoping Mtg 29Mar2016.xIs

Connie and Ken,

Attached is the Agency/Elected/Tribal officials invitation list. A little later this morning we will send
you (for your review) the brochure that will accompany the invitation letter. It is a slight variant of
the brochure that will be handed out at the April 12 public meeting.

Thanks!,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
WWW.aecom.com

From: Cassler, Constance [mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 9:32 PM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Kenneth Mcdonald

Subject: Invitation letters

Hi Tom,

Can you please send the list and we will print the letters. Roxannawill sign them and then we
will FedEx them back to you for mailing.

Thank you,
Connie

Constance L. Casdler, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casder@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
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mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov

Elected Officials

		ELECTED AND APPOINTED OFFICIALS

		Sal.		Name		Title		Organization Name		Address 1		Address 2		City		State		Zip

		FEDERAL ELECTED OFFICAILS

		The Honorable		Marco Rubio		US Senator		United States Senate				3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite 106		Naples		FL		34112

		The Honorable		Bill Nelson		US Senator		United States Senate		Justice Center Annex Building		200 Main Street, Suite 801		Ft. Myers		FL		33901

		The Honorable		Curt Clawson		US Congressman, Florida District 19		United States Congress				3299 Tamiami Trail East,  Suite 105		Naples		FL		34112

		The Honorable		Mario Diaz-Balart		US Congressman, Florida District 25		United States Congress				4715 Golden Gate Parkway, Suite 1		Naples		FL		34116

		The Honorable		Carlos Curbelo		US Congressman, Florida District 26		United States Congress				404 West Palm Dr		Florida City		FL		33034

		STATE ELECTED OFFICIALS

		The Honorable		Vern Buchanan		Florida State Representative, District 16		The Florida Senate				2105 Rayburn HOB		Washington		DC		20515

		The Honorable		Tom Rooney		Florida State Representative, District 17		The Florida Senate				2160 Rayburn HOB		Washington		DC		20515

		The Honorable		Matt Hudson		Florida State Representative, District 80		The Florida Senate		Collier County Administrative Building		3299 Tamiami Trail East,  Suite 212		Naples		FL		34112

		The Honorable		Carlos Trujillo		Florida State Representative, District 105		The Florida Senate		Collier County Administrative Building		3299 Tamiami Trail East,  Suite 305		Naples		FL		34112

		The Honorable		Kathleen Passidomo		Florida State Representative, District 106		The Florida Senate		Collier County Administrative Building		3299 Tamiami Trail East,  Suite 304		Naples		FL		34112

		The Honorable		Dwight Bullard		Florida State Senate, District 39						10720 Caribbean Blvd., Suite 35		Cutler Bay		FL		33189

		COLLIER COUNTY OFFICALS

		The Honorable		Donna Fiaia		County Commissioner, District 1, Vice Chair		Collier County BOCC				3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite 303		Naples		FL		34112

		The Honorable		Georgia A. Hiller, Esq.		County Commissioner, District 2		Collier County BOCC				2335 Orange Blossom Drive		Naples		FL		34109

		The Honorable		Tom Henning		County Commissioner, District 3		Collier County BOCC				3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite 303		Naples		FL		34112

		The Honorable		Penny Taylor		County Commissioner, District 4		Collier County BOCC				3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite 303		Naples		FL		34112

		The Honorable		Tim Nance		County Commissioner, District 5, Chair		Collier County BOCC				3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite 303		Naples		FL		34112

		Mr.		Leo E. Ochs, Jr.		County Manager		Collier County		County Manager's Office		3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite 202		Naples		FL		34112

		Sheriff		Kevin J. Rambosk		Sheriff		Collier County Sheriff's Department		Collier County Government Center, Bldg J		3319 East Tamiami Trail		Naples		FL		34112

		Mr.		Abe Skinner, CFA		Collier County Property Appraiser		Collier County		Collier County Government Center		3285 East Tamiami Trail		Naples		FL		34112

		Mr.		Larry H. Ray		Tax Collector		Collier County		Courthouse Building, C-1 Rm. 310		3291 Tamiami Trail East		Naples		FL		34112

		Dr.		Kamela Patton		Superintendent		Collier County District School Board		Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Administrative Center		5775 Osceola Trail		Naples		FL		34109

		The Honorable		The Honorable Jennifer J. Edwards		Supervisor of Elections		Collier County		Rev Dr Martin Luther King Jr Building		3295 Tamiami Trail East		Naples		FL		34112

		LEE COUNTY OFFICIALS

		The Honorable		John Manning		County Commissioner, District 1, Vice Chair		Lee County BOCC		Old Lee County Courthouse		2120 Main Street		Fort Myers		FL		33901

		The Honorable		Cecil Pendergrass		County Commissioner, District 2		Lee County BOCC		Old Lee County Courthouse		2120 Main Street		Fort Myers		FL		33901

		The Honorable		Larry Kiker		County Commissioner, District 3		Lee County BOCC		Old Lee County Courthouse		2120 Main Street		Fort Myers		FL		33901

		The Honorable		Brian Hamman		County Commissioner, District 4		Lee County BOCC		Old Lee County Courthouse		2120 Main Street		Fort Myers		FL		33901

		The Honorable		Frank Mann		County Commissioner, District 5		Lee County BOCC		Old Lee County Courthouse		2120 Main Street		Fort Myers		FL		33901

		Mr.		Roger Desjarlais		County Manager		Lee County				P.O. Box 398		Fort Myers		FL		33902

		Sheriff		Mike Scott		Sheriff		Lee County Sheriff's Department				14750 Six Mile Cypress Pkwy		Fort Myers		FL		33912

		Mr.		Kenneth M. Wilkinson, C.F.A		Lee County Property Appraiser		Lee County				P.O. Box 1546		Fort Myers		FL		33902

		Mr.		Larry D. Hart		Tax Collector		Lee County				2480 Thompson St		Fort Myers		FL		33901

		Mr.		Gregory Adkins, Ed.D.		Superintendent		Lee County District School Board		Lee County Public Education Center		2855 Colonial Blvd.		Fort Myers		FL		33966

		The Honorable		Sharon Harrington		Supervisor of Elections		Lee County				2480 Thompson St		Fort Myers		FL		33901

		HENDRY COUNTY OFFICIALS

		The Honorable		Janet B. Taylor		County Commissioner, District 1		Hendry County BOCC				PO Box 1760		LaBelle		FL		33975

		The Honorable		Darrell Harris		County Commissioner, District 2		Hendry County BOCC				PO Box 1760		LaBelle		FL		33975

		The Honorable		Don Davis		County Commissioner, District 3		Hendry County BOCC				PO Box 1760		LaBelle		FL		33975

		The Honorable		Michael Swindle		County Commissioner, District 4		Hendry County BOCC				PO Box 1760		LaBelle		FL		33975

		The Honorable		Karson Turner		County Commissioner, District 5		Hendry County BOCC				PO Box 1760		LaBelle		FL		33975

		Mr.		Charles T. Chapman IV		County Administrator		Hendry County				PO Box 2340		LaBelle		FL		33975

		Sheriff		Steve Whidden		Sheriff		Hendry County Sheriff's Department		West District - Main Headquarters Office		101 S.Bridge Street		LaBelle		FL		33975

		Mr.		Phillip L. Pelletier		Hendry County Property Appraiser		Hendry County				PO Box 1840		LaBelle		FL		33975

		Mr.		Patrick B. Langford		Tax Collector		Hendry County				25 E Hickpochee Ave		LaBelle		FL		33975

		Mr.		Paul K. Puletti		Superintendent		Hendry County District School Board				25 E Hickpochee Ave		LaBelle		FL		33975

		Ms.		Brenda Hoots		Supervisor of Elections		Hendry County				25 E Hickpochee Ave		LaBelle		FL		33975
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Organizations

		ORGANIZATIONS

		Sal.		First		Last		Title		Organization		Address 1		Address 2		City		St		Zip

		Mr.		Ryan		Smart		President		1000 Friends of Florida				P.O. Box 5948		Tallahassee		FL		32314-5948

		Dr.		Hilary		Swain		Sr. Research Program Director		Archbold Biological Station				123 Marin Drive		Venus		FL		33960

		Mr.		Jason		Lauritsen		Sanctuary Director		Audubon of Florida		Corkscrew Swamp Sanctuary & Blair Audobon Center		375 Sanctuary Road West		Naples		FL		34120

		Mr.		Eric		Draper		Executive Director		Audubon of Florida		Florida State office		4500 Biscayne Blvd., Suite 205		Miami		FL		33137

		Mr.		Brad		Cornell		Southwest Florida Policy Associate		Audubon of the Western Everglades		Audubon of Florida		1020 8th Ave. South, Suite 2		Naples		FL		34102

		Mr.		P. J.		Marinelli		President		Audubon of the Western Everglades		Audubon of Florida		1020 8th Ave. South , Suite 2		Naples		FL		34102

		Mr.		Wayne		Daltry		President		Audubon Society of Southwest Florida		Audubon of Florida		PO Box 61041		Fort Myers		FL		33906-1041

		Mr.		Brent		Klein		Assistant Principal		Bethune Education Center				614 South 5th Street		Immokalee		FL		34142

		Mr.		David		Jenson				Barron Collier Companies		[Ave Maria contact]		2600 Golden Gate Blvd.		Naples		FL		34105

		Mr.		Gene		Lollis		Ranch Manager		Buck Island Ranch				300 Buck Island Ranch Road		Lake Placid		FL		33852

		Ms.		Julia		Perkins				Coalition of Immokalee Workers				P.O. Box 603		Immokalee		FL		34143

		Dr.		Daniel		Smith		Research Associate		College of Sciences, Department of Biology		University of Central Florida		4110 Libra Drive		Orlando		FL		32816-2368

		Mr.		Tom		Flood		President		Collier Enterprises				2550 Goodlette Road North, Suite 100		Naples		FL		34103

		Mr.		Mitch		Hutchcraft		Vice President - Real Estate		Consolidated Citrus Mgmt., LP				4210 Metro Pkwy, Suite 250		Fort Myers		FL		33916-9409

		Ms.		Lorraine		Lantz		Executive Director		Collier County MPO		Collier County Metropolitan Planning Organization		2885 S. Horseshoe Drive		Naples		FL		34104

		Ms.		Brenda		Brooks		Executive Director		CREW Land & Water Trust				23998 Corkscrew Road		Estero		FL		33928

		Ms.		Elizabeth		Fleming		Senior Florida Representative		Defenders of Wildlife				3637 Fourth Street, North, Suite 230		St. Petersburg		FL		33704

		Dr.		Elizabeth		Pienaar		Assistant Professor		Department of Wildlife Ecology & Conservation		University of Florida		316 Newins-Ziegler Hall, PO Box 110430		Gainesville		FL		32611

		Ms.		Marci		Seamples		President		East Naples Civic Association				3823 TamiamiTrail East PMB #274		Naples		FL		34112

										Everglades Coordinating Council				14775 SW 18 Court		Davie		FL		33325

		Mr.		Thomas		Hawkins		Executive Director		Florida Defenders of the Environment				P.O. Box 357086		Gainesville		FL		32635

		Mr.		Les		Alderman				Florida Panther Conservation Bank				6118 DEER RUN		Ft Myers		FL		33908

		Mr.		Stephen		Williams		President		Florida Panther Society				P.O. Box 358683		Gainesville		FL		32635

		Mr.		Todd		Hallman				Florida Sportsmen Conservation Association				15287 99 St North		West Palm Beach		FL		33412

		Ms.		Nancy		Payton		Southwest Florida Field Representative		Florida Wildlife Federation				2590 Golden Gate Parkway, Suite 105		Naples		FL		34105

		Mr.		Alan		Farago		President		Friends of the Everglades				11767 South Dixie Hwy #232		Miami		FL		33156

		Mr.		Tom		Trotta				Friends of the Florida Panther Refuge, Inc.		c/o U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service		12085 SR 29 South		Immokalee		FL		34142

		Mr.		Danny		Gonzalez		President		Immokalee Chamber of Commerce				1390 N 15th St, Suite 200		Immokalee		FL		33412

		Mr.		Leo		Rodgers		President		Immokalee Civic Association				502 E. New Market Street		Immokalee		FL		34142

		Ms.		Christie		Betancourt		Executive Assistant		Immokalee Community Redevelopment Agency				750 South 5th Street		Immokalee		FL		34142

		Mr.		Don		Scott		Executive Director		Lee County MPO		Lee County Metropolitan Planning Organization		815 Nicholas Parkway E		Cape Coral		FL		33915-0045

		Mr.		Jack		Mulvena		President & CEO		Naples Zoo				1590 Goodlette-Frank Rd		Naples		FL		34102

		Ms.		Jessica		Koelsch		Florida Policy Specialist		National Wildlife Federation				600 W Peachtree St NW, suite 1860		Atlanta		GA		30308

		Ms.		F.G.		Courtney		Director		National Wildlife Federation		Southeastern Natural Resource Center		730 Peachtree St. NE, Suite 1000		Atlanta		GA		30308

		Mr.		Desmond		Duke				Panther Passage Conservation Bank		c/o The Wetlandsbank Group		5747 North Andrews Way		Ft. Lauderdale		FL		33309

		Ms.		Barbara		Mainster		Executive Director		Redlands Christian Migrant Association				402 W. Main St.		Immokalee		FL		34142

		Ms.		Connie		Langmann		President		Responsible Growth Management Coalition				P.O. Box 1826		Fort Myers		FL		33902

		Ms.		Amelia		Horadam		Environmental Manager		Rookery Bay National Estuarine Research Reserve				300 Tower Rd		Naples		FL		34113

				Cris		Costello				Sierra Club		Osprey Office (West Coast FA)		2127 Tamiami Trail		Osprey		FL		34229

		Mr.		Frank		Jakalone				Sierra Club		Florida Regional Field Office		1990 Central Avenue		St. Petersburg		FL		33712

		Mr.		Marty		Daltry				Sierra Club		Fort Myers Regional Office		1415 Dean Street    Suite 100		Fort Myers		FL		33901

		Mr.		Jonathan		Ullman				Sierra Club		South Florida Regional Office		300 Aragon Avenue, Suite 360		Coral Gabels		FL		33134

		Mr.		Matthew		Schwartz		Executive Director		South Florida Wildlands Association				PO Box 30211		Ft. Lauderdale		FL		33303

		Ms.		Veronica		Culbertson		President and CEO		Southwest Florida Hispanic Chamber of Commerce				1400 Colonial Blvd., Suite 250		Fort Myers		FL		33907

		Ms.		Jennifer		Pellechio		Deputy Director		Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council				1400 Colonial Blvd, Ste 1		Ft Myers		FL		33907

		Dr.		Calvin		Arnold		Center Director		Southwest Florida Research and Education Center				2685 SR 29 North		Immokalee		FL		34142

		Mr.		Bob		Moher		President and CEO		The Conservancy of Southwest Florida				1450 Merrihue Drive		Naples		FL		34102

		Ms.		Amber		Crooks				The Conservancy of Southwest Florida				1450 Merrihue Drive		Naples		FL		34102

		Ms.		Tiffany A		Esposito		Chief of Staff		The Greater Naples Chamber of Commerce				2390 Tamiami Trl. N., Ste. 210		Naples		FL		34103

		Ms.		Lisa		Duncan-Pullen		Office Manager		The Nature Conservancy		Florida Field Office		2500 Maitland Center Parkway, Suit 311		Maitland		FL		32715

		Mr.		Ricky		Pires		Director		Wings of Hope		Florida Gulf Coast University		10501 FGCU Blvd.		South Ft. Myers		FL		33965





Native Tribe Contacts

		NATIVE AMERICAN TRIBES

		Sal.		First		Last		Title		Organization		Address 1		Address 2		City		St		Zip

		Mr.		Colley		Billie		Chairman		Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida				Tamiami Station P.O. Bosx 440021		Miami		FL		33144

		Mr.		Fred		Dayhoff		Section 106 and NAGPRA Coordinator		Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida				HC 61 SR Box 68 Old Loop Road		Ochopee		FL		34141

		Mr.		George		Tiger		Principle Chief		Muscogee (Creek) Nation		Office of Administration		P.O. Box 580		Okmulgee		OK		74447

		Mr.		Emman		Spain		Tribal Historic Preservation Officer		Muscogee (Creek) Nation		Cultural Preservation		P.O. Box 580		Okmulgee		OK		74447

		Ms.		Stephanie A.		Bryan		Tribal Chair		Poarch Band of Creek Indians				5811 Jack Spring Road		Almore		AL		36502

		Mr.		Robert		Thrower		Acting Tribal Historic Preservation Officer		Poarch Band of Creek Indians				5811 Jack Spring Road		Almore		AL		36502

		Mr.		James E.		Billie		Chairman		Seminole Tribes of Florida				6300 Stirling Road		Hollywood		FL		33024

		Dr.		Paul		Backhouse, Ph.D.		Acting Tribal Historic Preservation Officer		Seminole Tribes of Florida		Tribal Historic Presrvation Office		30290 Josie Billie Highway, PMB 1004		Clewiston		FL		33440

		Ms.		Anne H.		Mullins, MCRP		Compliance Review Supervisor		Seminole Tribes of Florida		Tribal Historic Presrvation Office		30290 Josie Billie Highway, PMB 1004		Clewiston		FL		33440

		Mr.		Leonard M.		Harjo		Principle Chief		Seminole Nation of Oklahoma				P.O. Box 1498		Wewoka		OK		74884

		Ms.		Natalie		Harjo		Tribal Historic Preservation Officer		Seminole Nation of Oklahoma				P.O. Box 1498		Wewoka		OK		74884





State and Fed Agencies

		FEDERAL AND STATE AGENCIES

		Sal.		First		Last		Title		Organization		Address 1		Address 2		City		St		Zip

		Ms.		Mary		Glowacki, Ph.D		Chief and State Archaeologist		Bureau of Archaeological Research		B. Calvin Jones Center for Archaeology at the Governor Martin House		1001 DeSoto Park Drive		Tallahassee		FL		32301

		Ms.		Alissa		Slade Lotane		Bureau Chief		Bureau of Historic Preservation		R.A. Gray Building		500 S. Bronough Street		Tallahassee		FL		32399-0250

		Mr.		Justin		Lobb		Airport Manager		Collier County Airport Authority		Florida Tradeport		165 Airpark Blvd.		Immokalee		FL		34142

				Renee		Rau		Park Manager		Fakahatchee Strand Preserve State Park				P.O. Box 548		Copeland		FL		34137

		Mr.		Chris		Stahl		Clearinghouse Coordinator		Florida Department of Environmental Protection		Florida State Clearinghouse Division		3900 Commonwealth Blvd., MS 47		Tallahassee		FL		32399-3000

		Mr.		Donald		Forgione		Director		Florida Department of Environmental Protection		Florida Park Service		3900 Commonwealth Boulevard		Tallahassee		FL		32399

		Ms.		Gwen		Pipkin		Environmental Administrator		Florida Department of Transportation		District 1		801 N. Broadway Ave		Bartow		FL		33830

		Mr.		Brent		Setchell		District Environmental Permitting Engineer		Florida Department of Transportation		District 1		801 N. Broadway Ave		Bartow		FL		33830

		Mr.		Marlon		Bizerra		Planning and Environmental Manager		Florida Department of Transportation		District 1		801 N. Broadway Ave		Bartow		FL		33830

		Mr.		Xavier		Pagan		Natural and Community Resources Administrator		Florida Department of Transportation		State Environmental Management Office		605 Suwannee Street		Tallahassee		FL		32399

		Ms.		Katasha		Cornwell				Florida Department of Transportation		State Environmental Management Office		605 Suwannee Street		Tallahassee		FL		32399

		Mr.		Timothy		Parsons, Ph.D		Interim Director and State Historic Preservation Officer		Florida Division of Historical Resources		R.A. Gray Building		500 S. Bronough Street		Tallahassee		FL		32399-0250

		Ms.		Angie		Tomlinson, Ph.D		Program Administrator		Florida Division of Historical Resources		R.A. Gray Building		500 S. Bronough Street		Tallahassee		FL		32399-0250

		Mr.		Michael		Anderson		Regional Wildlife Administrator		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission		Habitat and Species Conservation Division		8535 Northlake Boulevard		West Palm Beach		FL		33412

		Mr.		Darrell		Land		Florida Panther Team Leader		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission				298 Sabal Palm Road		Naples		FL		34114

		Major		Alfredo		Escanio		Interim Regional Director		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission		South Florida Regional Office		8535 Northlake Boulevard		West Palm Beach		FL		33412

		Mr.		Thomas		Eason, Ph.D		Director, Habitat and Species Conservation Division		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission		Habitat and Species Conservation Division		620 Meridian Street		Tallahassee		FL		32399

		Ms.		Robin		Boughton		Leader, Wildlife Research		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission				1105 Southwest Williston Road		Gainesville		FL		32601

		Mr.		Brad		Gruver		Leader, Species Conservation Planning		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission				1320 Executive Center Drive		Tallahassee		FL		32301

		Mr.		Scott		Sanders		Director, Office of Conservation Planning Services		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission				620 Meridian Street		Tallahassee		FL		32399

		Mr.		Michael		Brooks		Leader, Wildlife and Habitat Management		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission				620 Meridian Street		Tallahassee		FL		32399

		Ms.		Carol		Knox		Leader, Imperiled Species Management		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission				1320 Executive Center Drive		Tallahassee		FL		32301

		Mr.		Brien		Culhane		Chief, Planning and Compliance		National Park Service		Everglades National Park		40001 State Road 9336		Homestead		FL		33034

		Dr.		Roy		Crabtree		Regional Administrator		NOAA - National Marine Fisheries Service		Southeast Regional Office		263 13th Avenue South		St. Petersburg		FL		33701

		Ms.		Lisa		Koehler		Big Cypress Basin Administrator		SFWMD Big Cypress Basin Field Office		Corkscrew Regional Ecosystem Watershed		6167 Janes Lane		Naples		FL		34109

		Mr.		Peter		Antonacci		Executive Director		South Florida Water Management District				3301 Gun Club Road		West Palm Beach		FL		33406

		Ms.		Jennifer		Pellechio		Deputy Director		Southwest Florida Regional Planning Council				1400 Colonial Blvd, Ste 1		Fort Myers		FL		33907

		Mr.		Tunis		McElwain				US Army Corps of Engineers		Fort Myers Regulatory Office		1520 Royal Palm Square Blvd #310		Fort Myers		FL		33919

		Colonel		Jason A.		Kirk		District Commander		US Army Corps of Engineers		Jacksonville District		701 San Marco Blvd.		Jacksonville		FL		33207

		Lieutenant Colonel		Jennifer		Reynolds		Deputy District Commander, South Florida		US Army Corps of Engineers		Jacksonville District		1400 Centrepark Boulevard		West Palm Beach		FL		33401-7402

		Mr.		Jason		Spinning		Acting Chief		US Army Corps of Engineers		Environmental Protection Branch, Planning Division 
Jacksonville District		10117 Princess Palm Ave., Suite 120		Tampa		FL		33610-8302

		Ms.		Heather		McTeer-Tooney		Regional Administrator		US Environmental Protection Agency - Region 4		South Florida Office		61 Forsyth Street SW		Atlanta		GA		30303

		Mr.		Ernie		Marks		Regional Director		Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission		Dinner Island Ranch Wildlife Management Area		8235 Northlake Boulevard		West Palm Beach		FL		33412

		Mr.		Clark		Ryals		Collier County Forester		Florida Forest Service		Picyune Strand State Forest		10941 Palm Beach Blvd.		Fort Myers		FL		33905-5904

		Mr.		Michael		Weston		Collier County Forest Area Supervisor		Florida Forest Service		Picyune Strand State Forest		710 Randall Blvd.		Naples		FL		34120-3311

		Ms.		Tamara		Whittington		Superintendent		Big Cypress National Preserve				33100 Tamiami Trail East		Ochopee		FL		34141

		Mr.		Ron		Clark				Big Cypress National Preserve				33100 Tamiami Trail East		Ochopee		FL		34141

		Ms.		David		Weeks, AICP		Growth Management Manager		Collier County Comprehensive Planning Department				2800 North Horseshoe Drive		Naples		FL		34104





Land Owners

		LAND OWNERS

		Sal.		First		Last		Title		Organization		Address 1		Address 2		City		St		Zip

										Alico

										Barron Collier Investment, Ltd

										Collier Enterprise Management, Inc.

										Consolidated Citrus Limited Partnership

										English Brothers partnership

										Half Circle L Ranch, LLP

										Heller Bros. Packing corp.

										John E. Prince, Jr. Trust

										Pacific land, Ltd.

										Sunniland Family Limited partnership






disclosed to third parties



From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Les Alderman

Subject: Re: Is preserved lands under the RLSP appropriate as mitigation

Date: Thursday, April 21, 2016 8:36:54 AM

Thank you Les!

We will definitely take a closer look at the issues you've raised. Hope you're having a great
day!

Ken

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 8:32 AM, Les Alderman <|esa@pantherconservation.com> wrote:

Good Morning All!

Les

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Christian Spilker

To: "Mcdonald, Kenneth"; Johnson, Bruce
Subject: RE: Last minute questions

Date: Thursday, March 10, 2016 3:49:09 PM
Ken,

We are looking forward to seeing you next week.

1. Half Circle L Ranch has been in flux relative to their participation. At one point in time the
family had the property under contract and could not commit to participating so they were
removed from the list. That situation may have changed. | will reach out to them and
measure their current interest.

2. Let’s plan on meeting in the parking lot of the Florida Panther refuge trailhead located at the
northwest corner of the intersection of I-75 and State Road 29 at 9:00 am. | am happy to
have Tom et al. join us but would ask that they bring a four-wheel drive vehicle as | am not
sure we will be able to fit additional folks in my truck.

Regards,
Christion Spitler

Vice President of Land Management
Collier Enterprises

2550 Goodlette Rd North, #100
Naples, FI 34103

(239)261-4455

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 10, 2016 11:42 AM

To: Christian Spilker; Johnson, Bruce

Subject: Last minute questions

Just getting some questions knocked out, maybe you can help me.
1.The NOI was drafted and sent for review before | came aong, but it's been noticed the the NOI states there are
nine (9) landowners, whereas the HCP says ten (10). |s there one less now than when the draft HCP was submitted

to us? Isthe missing landowner Half Circle L Ranch? Are they out of the HCP now?

2. Where will we all meet for the field component of the visit on March 15? Isit aright if Tom Pride and the EIS
folks come along?

Thank you,

Ken
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fne;;z}/ and feren'eftence will congquer afl tﬂnjé‘
- ﬁenjamz'n anffz’n

This e-mail message isintended only for the individual (s) to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth; Purcell, Adam
Subject: RE: My preliminary powerpoint
Date: Monday, February 22, 2016 8:10:47 AM

Thanks Ken. We'll combine the two versions (yours and ours) this week and run it by you.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

Wwww.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2016 12:52 PM

To: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam

Subject: My preliminary powerpoint

Here's the draft powerpoint | started putting together, so you can see how | was
organizing/informing folks about the process.

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Dell, David

Subject: Re: My Review of E Collier HCP

Date: Thursday, March 10, 2016 2:32:26 PM
Aweseome!

I'll get apreliminary look at it tomorrow but probably won't be able to dive into it with vigor
until next Thursday. But | do intend to get an overview to take with me to the meetings next
week.

On Thu, Mar 10, 2016 at 2:25 PM, Dell, David <david_dell @fws.gov> wrote:
Ken: | just completed transcribing my comments onto the google doc copy, chapters 6
through the end. Also added alarge new comment in chapter 4, at section 4.4.1.1.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Nancy Payton

To: Ken Warren

Cc: kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Subject: Re: Naples Daily News HCP Editorial, posted Saturday
Date: Saturday, April 09, 2016 10:34:42 PM

Yes, itisagood editorial encouraging people to become engaged.
Eric Staats isworking on an article.

See you Tuesday.

Nancy

On Apr 9, 2016, at 10:22 PM, Ken Warren <ken_warren@fws.gov> wrote:

Thanks Nancy. Thisisvery balanced. | hope to see you Tuesday.
Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 9, 2016, at 7:27 PM, Nancy Payton <nanc ton@fwfonline.org>
wrote:

Naples Daily News

Editorial:
Collier
habitat,
development
plan deserves
your urgent
attention

Posted: April 9, 2016 Naples Daily News
http://www.napl esnews.com/opinion/editorials/editorial -
collier-habitat-devel opment-plan-deserves-your-urgent-
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attention-2ffb0b69-d239-585f-e053-01-375078911.html

A federal wildlife agency istaking the next step this
coming week on areally big deal for Collier County.
If at all possible, we urge you to get involved. At a
minimum, pay close attention.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is conducting a
public meeting Tuesday on what's called a Habitat
Conservation Plan for areasinland from Golden Gate
Estates to the interior regions of Collier County,
stretching east of State Road 29.

An examination of where future development could be
allowed vs. where habitat and species protection should
take precedence for the next 50 years spans more than
152,000 acres of privately owned land in eastern Collier.

Let's put that big number in perspective. The city of
Naplesis about 16.5 square miles of land and water. At
640 acres per square mile, Naplesis about 10,500 acres.
So the areain question islike stringing Naples together
15 times. Still hard to visualize? The land area of New
York City isabout 195,000 acres, not much more than
this 152,124 acres under consideration in Collier.

How did we get here?

Last year, a consortium of major land owners interested
in the future, including agriculture, got together to talk
about what might be allowed. They brought to the table
some environmental groups that have an abiding interest
in land preservation and protection of endangered
species, notably the Florida panther and wood storks.

Among magjor landowners involved are Collier
Enterprises Management Inc., Barron Collier
Investments, Consolidated Citrus Limited Partnership
and Alico Inc. Among environmental groups are the
Florida Wildlife Federation and Audubon of the
Western Everglades. Notably absent from current
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participants, and parting ways with the approach in this
collaboration, is the Conservancy of Southwest Florida.

Creation of this habitat plan is authorized under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973. Planning documents
for the study area show 10 species aready listed for
federal protection or which could be, along with six
under state protection.

What's next?
Thisisn't adone dedl. It'sin the early stages of the
review process.

A draft has been submitted to Fish and Wildlife
(www.easterncolliertHCPEI S.com) and the agency is
preparing a draft Environmental Impact Statement for
public review.

Representatives of the participating landowners and
environmental groups, in a meeting Thursday with the
Naples Daily News editorial board, emphasized that
what they want at this point isfor citizens to get
informed and involved.

Planning for future growth in Collier County, which is
about the size of Delaware, is an issue we identified as
urgent for 2016. Thisinitiative is one reason why.

The next two steps come Tuesday. Commissioner Penny
Taylor is asking the County Commission to get staff
involved in the process. That's a wise move considering
county planners are undertaking four long-range growth
plan updates, including lands east of the Estates and
surrounding Immokalee.

Also Tuesday, the federal agency is holding a public
meeting to help scope the work. It'sfrom 5-7 p.m. at the
University of Florida IFAS/County Extension
Auditorium, 14700 Immokalee Road, next to the Collier


http://www.easterncollierhcpeis.com/

County Fairgrounds.

A week later isa 10 am. online meeting; information
about it is on the website we noted earlier. Comments
about the study's scope can be sent through April 24 to
the federal agency's South Florida Ecological Services
Office, 1339 20th St., Vero Beach, Fla. 32960.

Our thoughts?
Beyond urging your involvement, it's too early to pass
judgment on the draft plan.

We fully understand why land owners want to know
what the future rules are before they invest
multimillions of dollars pursuing projects.

We applaud environmental groups and others who want
to ensure there are wildlife corridors to sustain species,
significantly aroute for the Florida panther to migrate
into Hendry County and get north of the Caloosahatchee
River to expand their survival territory.

It'stoo early to say if this habitat plan meets the needs.
But it's not too early for you to begin to have your say.



From: Cassler, Constance

To: amber crooks

Cc: Victoria Foster; Ken McDonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov)
Subject: Re: Need permission to view quarterly upload for the ECMSHCP
Date: Monday, February 15, 2016 9:11:21 PM

Amber,

I'm sorry. I'm going to have to send again in parts. Because it was larger than 25 MB the system send it to the
Google Docs, but access to Google Docs is only for DOI employees. I'll send it again in smaller chunks.

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Mon, Feb 15, 2016 at 10:47 AM, amber crooks <amberc@conservancy.org> wrote:

Hi Connie,

Logging on to Google for the documents — but it says | need to request permission before | can get
access to the document. Hopefully you saw that come through on your end.

Just let me know if | need to do anything further, but as soon as you grant permission I’ll go on and
review the docs.

Thank you for meeting with us last week and for assembling the documents.

Sincerely,

Omber Crooks
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Amber Crooks, Senior Natural Resources Specialist
Conservancy of Southwest Florida

1495 Smith Preserve Way

Naples, FL 34102

(239)262-0304 ext. 286

amberc@conservancy.org

WWW.CONServancy.or:

CONSERVANCY
i of Southwest Florida

DUR WATER, LAND, WILDLIFE, FUTURE

Protecting Southwest Florida' s unique natural
environment and quality of life...now and forever.

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

From: Cassler, Constance [mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 11:39 AM

To: Christian Spilker
Cc: amber crooks; Victoria Foster; Kenneth Mcdonald
Subject: Quarterly upload for the ECMSHCP

20160131_ECMSHCP 2016-Q1 Release.zip 8l
Hi Christian,

| am attaching a zip file containing all of the documents we have for the East Collier Multi-
species HCP from Nov 2015 thru Jan 2016 (2016 Q1 release). Please upload them to the
FTP site.

Thank you for helping us with releasing documents.
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Connie

Constance L. Casser, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be

disclosed to third parties
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Cassler. Constance

Subject: Re: NEPA Question

Date: Thursday, March 03, 2016 8:40:11 AM
Will do

On Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 8:34 AM, Cassler, Constance <constance casser@fws.gov> wrote:

Ken,
I'm not sure. Can you ask David Dell?

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 8:18 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth _mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
| spoke with Tom Pride yesterday, and he asked if audio recordings we make of oral
comments would themselves constitute a federal record, and if so, if we could store the
recording rather than a transcript of what's said. If so, he is hoping to reference the
recording when necessary rather than go through the process of compiling a transcript.

What do you think?

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fne;:zy and’- feroi&tence will conguer all tﬂnjs
- ﬁenjamin ?ranffz’n
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Dell, David
Subject: Re: NEPA Question
Date: Thursday, March 03, 2016 8:58:50 AM

Ok, thanks. I'll check with them and see if they can provide a court reporter, and if not, we'll
not reference oral comments.

Ken

On Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 8:57 AM, Ddll, David <david_dell @fws.gov> wrote:
Ken: If they arein our possession, then they are government records. I'm not familiar
enough with NEPA to know if it would be allowable to reference audio recordings
(transcribed or not). My knee-jerk response would be to not reference audio recordings.
When | was discussing the NOI with Rob he was not aware of any public meeting without a
court reporter. All of our listing and critical habitat public meetings involve a court
reporter. | think that hiring an independent reporter would shield us against claims of
altering public comments, and it would demonstrate an effort to be inclusive.

Our NOI lays down the requirement for written comments, but that does not preclude us
from hiring one. If we do not employ a court reporter, then | think we should not cite audio
recordingsin our EIS.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 8:41 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov>

wrote:
| spoke with Tom Pride yesterday, the contractor handling our EIS... and he asked if audio recordings we make of oral
comments at a public scoping meeting would themselves constitute afederal record, and if so, if we could store the
recording rather than produce a transcript of what's said. If so, he is hoping to reference the recording when necessary
rather than go through the process of compiling atranscript. What do you think?

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Dell, David
Subject: Re: NOI and Departmental Clearance
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016 11:23:18 AM

Roger that. Let me know if there's any leg work | can do to help out!

On Thu, Feb 18, 2016 at 11:08 AM, Dell, David <david_dell @fws.gov> wrote:
Ken: | was afraid that we would need Departmental Clearance. That will occur after we get
RD signature on the notice, and is a hurdle that we do not control. Depending on when Sara
returns edits, we should be able to start on surname here nearly next week.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david _dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and fenn'&tence will conquer aff tﬂnjs
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From: Cassler, Constance

To: Dell, David

Cc: Vicki Mott; Kenneth Mcdonald
Subject: Re: NOI for ECMSHCP

Date: Monday, February 08, 2016 4:04:19 PM
Hi David,

Right now the applicants don't want to pick a date or venue until they know we are ready to send the notice to the
FR. The venue they originally wanted to use doesn't have availability until April now and they don't want to wait
that long. They are looking at other venues that might be available earlier. Can we wait until it comes back to you
and then let them know to find a date? The consultant is quick about contacting venues and getting possible dates.

Thanks,

Connie

Constance L. Casder, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance casser@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties

On Mon, Feb 8, 2016 at 3:41 PM, Dell, David <david_dell@fws.gov> wrote:
Connie: Right now Vicki and | are in phone-tag. We can adjust the venue anytime before
we send up to PPM for the first editorial review.

If you have the new information, send it up, or send arevised notice. Thanks.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Mon, Feb 8, 2016 at 3:30 PM, Cassler, Constance <constance cassler@fws.gov> wrote:
Hi Again,
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AsKen and | were talking, we realized that the applicants may not use the venue currently in the notice. It
depends on when the notice will go into the Federal Register. When you finish your review, do you send it
back to our Regional Office? If so, we can change the location then.

We are aready going to change the date and the email address to Ken McDonald's email.
Thanks,

Connie

Constance L. Cassler, Ph.D.
Supervisory Fish and Wildlife Biologist
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

office: 772-469-4243

fax: 772-562-4288

email: constance cassler@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties
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From: Dell, David

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth
Subject: Re: NOI items
Date: Tuesday, March 08, 2016 8:14:10 AM

Ken: Let'splan on option 2 for now. We may be able to make option 3 work, but | won't
commit to it now.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Mon, Mar 7, 2016 at 1:22 PM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov> wrote:
Good Monday!

Which of the below options of advertising the public meeting online log-in info do you think
would be available to us?

Ken

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com>

Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2016 at 12:58 PM

Subject: NOI items

To: "Kenneth Mcdonald (kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov)" <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
Cc: "Purcdll, Adam" <adam.purcell @aecom.com>, "Greene, Michelle"

<michelle.greene@aecom.com>

Ken,

We are still working on the log-in instructions for the online public meeting (the one the
night of the meeting in Naples). We actually have the language but need to run it through a
series of testsfirst. We should be able to have it to you tomorrow.

There are actually three options for posting the log-in information. Option 1isto placeitin
the NOI inthe FR. Option 2 isto place it on the project website and to use the example
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wording below inthe NOI. Option 3isto do it both ways. We are prepared to do it any
way you would like.

“For those that cannot attend in person, awebinar will be hosted concurrent with the public
meeting. Instructions for accessing the webinar are provided at
www.easterncolliertHCPEIS.com. Additionally, arecording of the meeting will be posted to
www.easterncolliertHCPEIS.com for later viewing.”

| also noticed in the draft NOI that a copy of the HCP can be viewed at your officesin Vero
Beach. If you would like, we could post an electronic copy of the HCP on the website and
the NOI can reference it there also.

Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam; Greene, Michelle
Subject: Re: NOI items

Date: Tuesday, March 08, 2016 8:20:05 AM
Hi Tom,

It looks like Option 2 isthe safest for us, right now. Also, posting a copy of the HCP to the
website is agood idea and we should do that. We might be able to squeeze areferencein to
the posting of the HCP to the page in the NOI.

Ken
On Mon, Mar 7, 2016 at 12:58 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

We are still working on the log-in instructions for the online public meeting (the one the
night of the meeting in Naples). We actually have the language but need to run it through a
series of testsfirst. We should be able to have it to you tomorrow.

There are actually three options for posting the log-in information. Option 1isto placeitin
the NOI inthe FR. Option 2 isto place it on the project website and to use the example
wording below inthe NOI. Option 3isto do it both ways. We are prepared to do it any
way you would like.

“For those that cannot attend in person, awebinar will be hosted concurrent with the public
meeting. Instructions for accessing the webinar are provided at
www.easterncolliertHCPEIS.com. Additionally, arecording of the meeting will be posted to
www.easterncolliertHCPEIS.com for later viewing.”

| also noticed in the draft NOI that a copy of the HCP can be viewed at your officesin Vero
Beach. If you would like, we could post an electronic copy of the HCP on the website and
the NOI can reference it there also.

Thanks,

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead

D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com
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AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerjy and- c7:venn'&l?ence will conquer afl tﬁ;'njs
- »Z;enjamin ?ankdfz'n


http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam

Subject: Re: NOI Publication

Date: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 2:26:45 PM

Ok, belay my last. We're keeping it on the 24th even if it is a Sunday.
Ken

On Tue, Mar 22, 2016 at 1:46 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

That is awesome! The 30-day deadline for receiving comments would then be Sunday, April 24.
Should we extend it one more day to Monday?

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 1:41 PM

To: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam
Subject: NOI Publication

Hey guys,

Great news: just got word the NOI will be published on 3-25-2016. It's official now!

Ken
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Kenneth McDonald
Fish & Wildlife Biologist
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office

1339 20th Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonad

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Ken Warren

To: Godsea, Kevin

Cc: Kenneth Mcdonald

Subject: Re: Noss white paper

Date: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 6:10:56 PM
Thanks Kevin

Sent from my iPhone

> On Apr 13, 2016, at 10:55 AM, Godsea, Kevin <kevin_godsea@fws.gov> wrote:

>

> FYI,

>

> Thiswas a pretty good White paper on HCP's done by Reed Noss. It helped me understand it better. Perhaps
there is some nuggets there in explaining these complicated aspects to HCP's to people.
>

>

>

> Kevin Godsea

> Project Leader,

> SW Florida Gulf Coast Refuges

> 239-657-8011 Office

> 239-595-6832 cell

>

>

>

> <HCP review July 2012.docx>
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From: Warren, Ken

To: Shindle, David

Cc: Kenneth Mcdonald

Subject: Re: Orlando Sentinel

Date: Thursday, April 21, 2016 2:45:03 PM

He interviewed Ken McDonald yesterday. Pretty painless. Just general stuff.

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 1:59 PM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
Ken sguared-

Just chatted with FWC and they mentioned that Kevin Spear isworking on an article on the
Eastern Collier HCP. | figured that he probably already reached out to the Service...but just
in case he hadn't | wanted to give you a heads up in case you wanted to reach out to him.

| have "no comment".

David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293
david_shindl WS.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree." - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Shindle, David
Subject: Re: Orlando Sentinel
Date: Thursday, April 21, 2016 2:07:28 PM

Thanks! But he got us yesterday. | don't know that we gave him much to work with, though.
He caught me after working out some ways to cal cul ate take and determine jeopardy and |
was still thinking in math, so | spoke math to him and confused him pretty good. haha

On Thu, Apr 21, 2016 at 1:59 PM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
Ken squared-

Just chatted with FWC and they mentioned that Kevin Spear is working on an article on the

Eastern Collier HCP. | figured that he probably already reached out to the Service...but just
in case he hadn't | wanted to give you a heads up in case you wanted to reach out to him.

| have "no comment".

David

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293
david_shindl WS.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

.fne{zy and ferm'&tence will congquer afl tﬂnjw
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Godsea, Kevin

Cc: Erin Myers; David Shindle

Subject: Re: Paul J. Marinelli Panther Protection Fund
Date: Monday, April 11, 2016 12:56:13 PM

I'll giveyou acall then!

On Mon, Apr 11, 2016 at 11:55 AM, Godsea, Kevin <kevin_godsea@fws.gov> wrote:
Yes, | have a30 min window starting at 230 this afternoon.

Call my office Number 239-657-8011

Kevin Godsea

Project Leader,

SW Florida Gulf Coast Refuges
239-657-8011 Office
239-595-6832 cell

On Mon, Apr 11, 2016 at 11:43 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>

wrote:
Absolutely. If there is time to squeeze in, though, this afternoon would actually work.
Right now they have me booked for the rest of the week pretty solid but | think thisisa
priority and don't want to delay having that conversation for even aminuteif | don't have

to. This afternoon is pretty free, though.

Ken
On Mon, Apr 11, 2016 at 11:40 AM, Godsea, Kevin <kevin_godsea@fws.gov> wrote:
Ken

We need to get a call together to discussthis. There are alot of implications of this Fund
asrelated to the future of Partners for Fish and Wildlife Program and NRCS funding on
these lands. We will need to be very clear about how thisis communicated with the

applicants and general public.

I know your busy getting ready for tomorrows meeting, so perhaps we can al talk later
in the week about this?

Kevin Godsea
Project Leader,
SW Florida Gulf Coast Refuges
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239-657-8011 Office
239-595-6832 cell

On Fri, Apr 8, 2016 at 9:23 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdona d@fws.gov>
wrote:
Hi Erin, Kevin, and David,

Below is a description of how the applicants plan on collecting and governing
the use of funds from covered activities. There is a lot here worth exploring.

First | draw attention to governance. The applicants state,

"The Marinelli Fund will be administered by a board of directors comprised of
representatives of each of the conservation organizations that are members
of the FPPP, a representative of the landowner members of the FPPP, and
representatives of the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
(FWC) and USFWS."

In negotiations we've only begun to scratch the surface of this. As you can see
there is no cap on representatives, nor is there a structure to how decisions
are made. | could use your help in recommending a board structure and
recommended membership that would achieve the most for the Panther. The
structure ultimately agreed upon between the applicants and we will have a
very prominent place in the Implementing Agreement ultimately signed and
adopted between the applicants and the Service.

Then we get down to resources that will be used to implement the HCP. Apart
from conservation easements in established in SRAs designated in the
preserve areas are funds aimed at improving survivorship and recovery of the
panther within the HCP area. These funds are proposed to be generated from
two processes. The first is:

“For each PHU generated from [a Stewardship Sending Area (SSA)]
established within the Collier RLSA, the Rural Landowners agree to make a
contribution to the Florida Panther Protection Fund of (i) an amount equal to
10% of the sales price of the PHU for each PHU transferred or sold to third
persons for such purposes hereafter provided, or (ii) the lesser of $75 or 10%
of fair market value for each PHU used internally or as part of a joint venture
by a Rural Landowner [as such $75 sum is adjusted periodically to account
for adjustments in the Consumer Price Index] ..., whether such SSAs were
designated prior to the Effective Date of this MOU, or the effective date of the
FWS Agreement.” (MOU at 9.)

The second is:

The MOU further provides that, to augment the contributions tied to PHU
generation, a fee-based mechanism tied to implementation of the Covered
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Activities will be implemented. The use and details of the fee-based
mechanism will be developed and refined in coordination with USFWS, but it
was originally contemplated that $200 would be collected for “each sale of
residential housing (both initial sale and resale) located within the Collier
County RLSA.” (MOU at 10.)

A back of the notebook calculation finds either of these mechanisms can result
in a substantial amount of resources dedicated to habitat protection, habitat
restoration, construction of exclusion devices from areas that place panthers
at risk, construction of wildlife corridors to connect them to areas they need to
be in, research, and monitoring. I've been advocating a share of any funds
generated be used to facilitate the kinds of activities described in the Payment
for Ecosystem Services proposal. Let me know what you guys think, and
have some more ideas you believe we should be pushing to benefit the
Panther.

Thanks,

Ken

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Clements, E. Carter Chandler <eclements@hunton.com>

Date: Tue, Apr 5, 2016 at 5:31 PM

Subject: RE: Paul J. Marinelli Panther Protection Fund

To: "Mcdonald, Kenneth" <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>, "Turner, Andrew"
<aturner@hunton.com>, Christian Spilker <CSpilker@collierenterprises.com>

Ken,

The Marinelli Fund is discussed in the HCP in the Executive Summary and in
sections 2.1 (pages 15-16), 2.7 (pages 26-27), 4.3 (pages 83-85), 9 (pages 219-
221).

| think that the following excerpts from the HCP provide a good summary of the
Fund and address the three specific issues you raise:

Executive Summary (pages i and ii):

Funds generated through the use of PHUs will be deposited into the Paul J.
Marinelli Fund, created by the FPPP to fund panther conservation activities. The
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Marinelli Fund will be administered by a board of directors comprised of
representatives of each of the conservation organizations that are members of the
FPPP, a representative of the landowner members of the FPPP, and
representatives of the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC)
and USFWS.

The Plan will employ a credit-based system under which PHUs are created through
preservation of lands with high natural resource values to offset impacts of
development. Preserved lands will be placed under permanent conservation
easements as development occurs, and landowners will make contributions to the
Marinelli Fund in accordance with an established formula for each PHU used for
development, transferred, or sold. In addition, the Plan provides for 25% additional
mitigation beyond that required by current USFWS methodology for impacts to
lands in the panther primary zone. The conservation activities paid for by the
Marinelli Fund are expected to include enhancement and management of the
wildlife corridors within the preservation area, location and construction of panther
and other wildlife crossings along roadways, and funding for land acquisition,
enhancement, and management, to provide additional species habitat. A separate
funding mechanism, based on per-unit fees tied to the sale of residential housing
within the HCP Area, will be used to pay for the costs of implementing the Plan,
including maintenance and monitoring.

Section 9 (pages 219-221):

[T]he Marinelli Fund created under the Florida Panther Protection Plan (FPPP) is
expected to be used for panther conservation initiatives that go beyond the Plan,
undertaking such activities as habitat restoration, corridor enhancement,
construction of panther crossings, and other conservation activities. As further
described below, for each PHU generated from a Stewardship Sending Area (SSA)
within the HCP Area, monies will be contributed to the Marinelli Fund by the
landowners in accordance with an established formula.

A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the permittees (referred to as
the “Rural Landowners” in the MOU) and Audubon of Florida, Collier County
Audubon Society, Inc., Defenders of Wildlife, and the Florida Wildlife Federation,
Inc. (referred to collectively as the “Conservation Organizations” in the MOU) was
signed on June 2, 2008 to establish the framework of the FPPP. A copy of the
MOU is available at http://www.floridapantherprotection.com/. The MOU explained
that framework as follows:

“The purpose of the Florida Panther Protection Program ... is to facilitate the
management and protection of panthers within the Enhanced Protection Area [i.e.,
the RLSP/HCP Area] by providing a contiguous range of preserved panther habitat
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in the Enhanced Protection Area to assist recovery through the use of buffering
against panther-human interaction, locating and construction of panther crossings,
and the protection, enhancement, restoration, including corridor enhancement or
restoration, or acquisition of panther habitat demonstrated to be important to
panther protection and management within the Enhanced Protection Area based
upon a technical review and analysis of available data....” (MOU at 7.)

The MOU acknowledged that in addition to the collaborative efforts of the parties,
Conservation Organizations, USFWS and FWC, a dedicated funding source would
be required to achieve the FPPP objectives. The Fund is tied directly to the
generation of panther habitat units (PHUs; see Chapter 4, section 4.2.2):

“For each PHU generated from [a Stewardship Sending Area (SSA)] established
within the Collier RLSA, the Rural Landowners agree to make a contribution to the
Florida Panther Protection Fund of (i) an amount equal to 10% of the sales price of
the PHU for each PHU transferred or sold to third persons for such purposes
hereafter provided, or (ii) the lesser of $75 or 10% of fair market value for each
PHU used internally or as part of a joint venture by a Rural Landowner [as such
$75 sum is adjusted periodically to account for adjustments in the Consumer Price
Index] ..., whether such SSAs were designated prior to the Effective Date of this
MOU, or the effective date of the FWS Agreement.” (MOU at 9.)

“Stewardship Sending Areas,” are conservation areas set aside under the RLSP to
entitle development activities at the local level. The RLSP operates at the county
level for local planning and entitlements, while the Plan complements these local
planning efforts with listed species protection at the federal level.

The MOU further provides that, to augment the contributions tied to PHU
generation, a fee-based mechanism tied to implementation of the Covered
Activities will be implemented. The use and details of the fee-based mechanism
will be developed and refined in coordination with USFWS, but it was originally
contemplated that $200 would be collected for “each sale of residential housing
(both initial sale and resale) located within the Collier County RLSA.” (MOU at 10.)

The administration of the Fund is described as follows in the MOU:

“The Florida Panther Protection Fund shall be administered by an independent
nonprofit tax exempt entity governed by a Board of Directors comprised of
representatives of Audubon of Florida, Collier County Audubon Society, Inc.,
Defenders of Wildlife, Florida Wildlife Federation, Fish and Wildlife Service, Florida



Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission, and a representative of the Rural
Landowners (collectively, the “Florida Panther Protection Fund Board of
Directors”). The Florida Panther Protection Fund Board of Directors shall prioritize
the utilization of and authorize the expenditure of the Florida Panther Protection
Fund to achieve the purposes described herein and, in doing so, give appropriate
consideration to the area from which the funds were generated. The Florida
Panther Protection Fund shall be held by the Wildlife Foundation of Florida, Inc.
and used as approved by the Florida Panther Protection Fund Board of Directors.
The Florida Panther Protection Fund Board of Directors will receive copies of
federal easements to protect the Florida Panther and easements created in SSAs
under the Collier RLSA and the Rural Landowners will facilitate delivery of same.
The Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission shall be named as a co-
grantee in easements created in SSAs under the RLSA Program. At the suggestion
of the Conservation Organizations, the Florida Panther Protection Fund will be
named the “Paul J. Marinelli Florida Panther Protection Fund” in honor of Paul
Marinelli for his vision in bringing the Parties together.” (MOU at 10.)

The Fund will fulfill the purpose of the FPPP, “to facilitate the management and
protection of panthers within the Enhanced Protection Area [i.e., the RLSP/HCP
Area] by providing a contiguous range of preserved panther habitat,” MOU at 7,
which aligns with the overall goals and conservation activities of the Plan.
Refinements to the Fund mechanisms, uses, administration, and assurances will
be developed in concert with the final HCP document, IA, and ITP.

If you have additional questions, please let me know.

HUNTON: E. Carter Chandler Clements
WILLIAMS

Associate
eclements@hunton.com
p 202.955.1504

bio | vCard

Hunton & Williams LLP
2200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20037

hunton.com
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2016 7:55 AM

To: Clements, E. Carter Chandler; Turner, Andrew; Christian Spilker
Subject: Paul J. Marinelli Panther Protection Fund

| recall at the meeting we discussed this fund in general. Do you have a detailed
summary of it regarding:

a. Where the funds will come from
¢. Who will manage the fund

b. What the funds will be spent on

Thank you,

Ken

Kenneth McDonald
Fish & Wildlife Biologist
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office

1339 20th Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov

fnegy and- Joer&'&tence will conguer afl t/finjs


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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- ﬁenjamz’n ?F"rank‘fz'n

- ﬁenjamin iFranEfz’n

- ogenjamin iFrank‘fz'n

- ﬁenjamin iFranEfz’n
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From: Clements. E. Carter Chandler

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth; Turner. Andrew; Christian Spilker
Subject: RE: Paul J. Marinelli Panther Protection Fund

Date: Monday, April 04, 2016 2:48:56 PM

Ken,

Thanks for your email. | plan to send you a summary later this evening or tomorrow. Best regards.

HUNTON E. Carter Chandler Clements
WILLIAMS = Associate
eclements@hunton.com
p 202.955.1504
bio | vCard

Hunton & Williams LLP

2200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20037
hunton.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2016 7:55 AM

To: Clements, E. Carter Chandler; Turner, Andrew; Christian Spilker
Subject: Paul J. Marinelli Panther Protection Fund

| recall at the meeting we discussed this fund in general. Do you have a detailed summary of it
regarding:

a. Where the funds will come from
¢. Who will manage the fund
b. What the funds will be spent on

Thank you,

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fne{zy and ferm'&tence will congquer afl tﬂnjw
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From: WillerSpectorLee

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Subject: RE: PowerPoint - Attached

Date: Monday, April 25, 2016 2:28:55 PM
Hi Ken,

Our folks will load the presentation. They suggest you bring the portable device with you as back-up.
Thank you.

See you soon.

Lee

Lee Willer-Spector, MPA

Fxecutive Coordinator to
Commissioner Penny T¢ ay[or, District 4
3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite #303

Naples, FL 34112

Email: LeeWiller-Spector@colliergov.net
Ofc. 239.252.8603
Fax 239.252.6393

Cﬂﬁr County
— e e

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2016 2:06 PM

To: WillerSpectorLee

Subject: PowerPoint - Attached

Hi Leg,

I've attached the PowerPoint | intend to deliver tomorrow. Will this pptm be loaded there for
me, or should | bring a portable device with a copy to load myself before presenting?

Thank you,

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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Under Florida Law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a public records
request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or in writing.



From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Purcell, Adam; Carvey, Roger
Subject: RE: PowerPoint Attached

Date: Monday, April 11, 2016 10:27:22 AM
Ken,

Will do. Adam and Roger — can you get this change made? Thank you,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 9:59 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Subject: Fwd: PowerPoint Attached

Can wefix thisin the PPT?

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Johnson, Bruce <Bruce.Johnson@stantec.com>
Date: Mon, Apr 11, 2016 at 9:49 AM

Subject: RE: PowerPoint Attached

To: "Mcdonald, Kenneth" <kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov>

Thank you, Ken. Please note that on slide 8 of 25, the submittal date for the HCP is shown as May
2015. The actual submittal date was 4/21/15, with FedEx and FWS receipts confirming delivery of
the hard copy and electronic file versions on 4/22/15.

Senior Scientist

Stantec

300 Primera Boulevard Suite 300
Lake Mary FL 32746-2129
Phone: (407) 710-3379

Cell: (386) 527-8333
Bruce.Johnson@stantec.com

The content of this email is the confidential property of Stantec and should not be copied, modified, retransmitted, or used for any purpose
except with Stantec's written authorization. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies and notify us immediately.

(@ Please consider the environment before printing this email.

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 7:56 AM

To: Johnson, Bruce
Subject: PowerPoint Attached
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Good morning Bruce,

Attached isthe amost final PPT (I say almost because there are afew tiny edits left to be put

into it). The organization and 99% of the slides are correct, though.

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fne;;z}/ and Jaeren'eftence will congquer afl t/ﬁ'nyw

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerj}/ and’- Joer&i&tence will conguer alf tﬂnjw

- ﬁenjamz'n ank-ﬁ'n

- bgenjamz'n ?Frszfz’n
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From: Nancy Payton

To: Randy Kautz

Cc: kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Subject: Re: PRT Report Shapefiles

Date: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 12:29:51 PM

Thank you, Randy!!!
| copied Ken on this email.
Nancy

> 0On Apr 20, 2016, at 12:10 PM, Randy Kautz <randykautz@comcast.net> wrote:

>

> Nancy,

>

> | have them somewhere. It might take me alittle while to dig them up and send them. I'll try to get to it later
today, maybe tomorrow. Do you have Ken's email address?

>

> Randy

>

> - Original Message----- From: Nancy Payton

> Sent: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 11:41 AM

> To: randykautz@comcast.net

> Subject: PRT Report Shapefiles

>

> Hi Randy,

> Do you have the PRT Report shape files?

> |f s0, could you provide to Ken Mcdonald at FWS who is doing the EIS for the Eastern Collier HCP?
> Thanks,

> Nancy
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From: Brad Cornell

To: "Mcdonald, Kenneth"
Subject: RE: Public comments opportunities for Eastern Collier MSHCP
Date: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 12:34:40 PM

Thanks, Ken. I'll wait to hear about whether it’s possible for you or Service staff to perhaps make a
brief presentation to the Collier Board and answer questions on April 12.

If you could send a link or pdf of the Agency scoping comments flier, or other informative flier, that
would be great. We can share and print, if that’s ok.

Finally on the comment period - folks are trying to say the “deck is stacked” and they are only being
given one brief period in which to comment. | see that is not true, but it's good to provide the
details of how specifically folks and agencies/local government can comment.

Thanks,
Brad

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2016 12:08 PM

To: Brad Cornell <millercornell@mindspring.com>

Subject: Re: Public comments opportunities for Eastern Collier MSHCP

Hi Brad,

Sorry to be out of pocket for a couple of hours there. Let me get with some folks and see what
we can arrange for timing for discussions with the county, and to get a copy of aflyer for
you.

Towards the broader question about when to weigh in, though: there IS another opportunity to
comment when we submit the draft EIS to the public for review. That could be many months
away from now, but the comment period islonger (45-60 days). However, if they feel the
need to comment sooner rather than later and simply need more time | can check on how we
would handle late comments, if you like.

Ken
On Tue, Apr 5, 2016 at 11:19 AM, Brad Cornell <millercornell @mindspring.com> wrote:

Y ou and the ECM SHCP are on my mind right now, so one more request: Nancy Payton,
Elizabeth Fleming and | along with several landowners are meeting with the Naples Daily
News on Friday to talk about the HCP. Y ou just sent out avery informative flyer on this -
can we get some of those to share with the newspaper? Perhaps we should just scan and
print it ourselves.

Thanks,
Brad
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From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell @mindspring.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2016 11:12 AM

To: Ken McDonad (Kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov) <Kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
Subject: RE: Public comments opportunities for Eastern Collier MSHCP

Hi, again, Ken -

| have a second question, related to Collier Commissioner Penny Talor’s desire to have an
HCP discussion at the Board meeting next Tuesday, April 12. Sincethat isthe day of the
public scoping hearing for the ECMSHCP EIS, would you being interested and available
to address the Collier Board at that meeting at 9am, or sometime in that meeting on
Tuesday? It might be useful for the public understanding of the specific ECMSHCP, and it
also might be helpful for the general understanding by the Board of why HCP' s can be
useful toolsin public infrastructure like roads in eastern Collier. USFWS has previously
written letters to the Collier Board of Commissioners recommending they use an HCP in
eastern county public projects, but as of yet, no agreement.

Thanks for considering,
Brad

From: Brad Cornell [mailto:millercornell @mindspring.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 5, 2016 10:43 AM

To: Ken McDonad (Kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov) <Kenneth _mcdonal d@fws.gov>
Subject: Public comments opportunities for Eastern Collier MSHCP

Hi Ken,

I met you briefly at the January Fla Panther Protection Program meeting at Collier
Enterprisesin Naples. | work for Audubon of the Western Everglades and Corkscrew
Swamp Sanctuary. | am working on getting a discussion about this ECM SHCP next week
in front of the Collier Board of Commissioners. One commissioner, Penny Taylor, just
called me this morning to ask if thisinitial EIS scoping public comment period was the
only opportunity they and other folks have to weigh in on this. Can you tell meif there will
be additional comments accepted at another point in the review process - perhaps on the
final HCP/EIS? (this first comment period ending April 24 is on the scoping and draft
HCP).

Thanks,
Brad

Brad Cornell

Southwest Florida Policy Associate

Audubon of the Western Everglades/Audubon Florida
1020 8™ Avenue, South, Suite 2

Naples, FL 34102

239-280-6278

bcornell@audubonwe.org
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerj}/ and Jaeren'eftence will congquer afl tﬁ;’njw
- ﬁenjamz'n ?nmfﬁ'n
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From: Hinzman, Roxanna

To: Erohlich, Kipp

Cc: David Shindle (david_shindle@fws.gov); Ostertag, Tom; Ken Warren; Kenneth Mcdonald; Larry Williams
Subject: Re: public misunderstanding

Date: Friday, April 29, 2016 2:38:37 PM

Hi Kipp,

Both David Shindle and Ken Warren are out of the office. Ken McDonald
and | took a quick look at it. We clarified the last sentence a little, and
added one more for completeness. Also fixed one small typo.

Thanks for being proactive about responding to the misunderstands, and
for running it by us. Holler if you want to discuss.

Have a great weekend.
Rox

Recently the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has been gathering public input on the proposed East Collier
Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan (ECMSHCP). Habitat Conservation Plans are a process under the
federal Endangered Species Act that can authorize incidental “take” of endangered species as a result of land use
changes provided that provisions are followed to provide sufficient habitat conservation. While 16 species are
covered under the ECMSHCP, much of the public attention has been focused on the Florida panther.
Unfortunately, there has been significant misunderstanding regarding the type of “take” that is being considered as
it relates to panthers. Some have thought that the Service is considering hunting panthers. That is not the case.

There is no consideration of hunting or authorizing intentional killing or removal of panthers by property owners
under the ECMSHCP. The “take” that is being discussed and considered primarily relates to the potential loss of
panther habitat from development, and what conservation measures will be required to offset that loss. The other
type of “take” being considered in the ECMSHCP s in the form of “harassment” which results from increased
human-panther interaction, but does not include hurting or hunting panthers by property owners.

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cdll 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288
roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.
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On Fri, Apr 29, 2016 at 9:51 AM, Frohlich, Kipp <kipp.frohlich@myfwc.com> wrote:

Roxanna

We are starting to get calls from the public that reflect a misunderstanding regarding the
proposed “take” of panthers under the ECM SHCP.

Some people think the plan is considering hunting, or allowing land owners to remove or
kill panthers under the provisions of HCP.

I’d like to have a generic statement that our folks can use to address thistopic.

Can you please see if the below statement will work from FWS perspectives?

Recently the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has been gathering public input on the
proposed East Collier Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan (ECMSHCP). Habitat
Conservation Plans are a process under the federal Endangered Species Act that can
authorize incidental “take” of endangered species as aresult of land use changes provided
that provisions are followed to provide sufficient habitat conservation. While 16 species are
covered under the ECM SHCP, much of the public attention has been focused on the Florida
panther. Unfortunately, there has been significant misunderstanding regarding the type of
“take” that is being considered as it relates to panthers. Some have thought that the Service
is considering hunting panthers. That is not the case. Thereisno consideration of hunting
or authorizing intentional killing or removal of panthers by property owners under the
ECMSHP. The“take” that is being discussed and considered relates to the potential loss
of panther habitat from development, and what conservation measures will be required to
offset that |oss.

Kipp Frohlich
Deputy Director

Division of Habitat and Species Conservation


mailto:kipp.frohlich@myfwc.com

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
620 South Meridian Street

Tallahassee, FL 32399-1600

office: 850 488-3831 cell:850 528-8151

“There are some who- canv live without wild things and some who- cannot.”
— Aldo Leopold


https://www.goodreads.com/author/show/43828.Aldo_Leopold

From: Emily Ruff

To: kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
Subject: Re: Questions for USFWS
Date: Monday, April 18, 2016 5:07:19 AM

Hi Kenneth, | have an additional question. Y ou mentioned on the phone and at the meeting
that this HCP is not an unusual size, but perhapsthat it islarge in scope for past Florida I TPs.
Could you provide any references of the past HCP'sin Floridathat | can look through? | also
wonder if you can provide me with an average number of public comments you tend to
receive per HCP? | am sureit is different by geography, so perhaps arange or average. If
there is someone else | should direct these questions to, please let me know. Thank you!

On Fri, Apr 15, 2016 at 4:06 PM, Emily Ruff <emily@holisticlivingschool.org> wrote:
Hi Kenneth,

Thanks for your grace and hard work with this week's meeting re the Eastern Collier County
HCP. | have afew follow up questions to help me clarify my written comment submission
before 4/25.

- What does USFWS consider the current panther population estimate, and what data does it
base this number off of ? FWC seems to estimate 180, but alot of the local organizations
and national non profits are estimating closer to 100.

- Has USFWS reviewed the FWC Panther Policy of September 2015 in comparison to the
HCP?/ Does that policy cover or integrate into HCP analysis?

- In what way does the USFWS Panther Recovery Plan cover or integrate into the HCP
anaysis?

- Did FWC produce the three copies of the HCP in the open house, or did Stantec bring
those?

Thank you!
Emily

Emily Ruff, Herbalist
Executive Director, Florida School of Holistic Living (501c3)
1109 East Concord Street Orlando, FL 32803

407-595-3731 www.HolisticLivingSchool.org
Join us for the sixth annual

Florida Herbal Conference - February 24-26, 2017
www.FloridaHerbal Conference.org

Emily Ruff, Herbalist
Executive Director, Florida School of Holistic Living (501c3)
1109 East Concord Street Orlando, FL 32803

407-595-3731 www.Holisticl ivingSchool.org
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Join us for the sixth annual
Florida Herbal Conference - February 24-26, 2017
www.FloridaHerbal Conference.org
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Emily Ruff
Subject: Re: Questions for USFWS
Date: Monday, April 18, 2016 9:19:28 AM

Good morning Emily,

Thank you for coming to the scoping meeting. | found your comments to be very informed
and useful, and very much appreciate you taking the time to research these matters in detail.

In answer to your first question: like all species panther popul ation estimates can vary
annually, and by method used. The Panther Recovery Implementation Team (PRIT for short)
is currently looking at the question of population size estimation (See the January 13, 2016
meeting notes and materials posted at

http://www.fws.gov/verobeach/FloridaPantherRI T .html).

For example, the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC) has historically
reported the population size of Florida Panther using the "minimum annual count.” This
method is not an estimation, but rather a simple enumeration of the number of Florida
Panthers observed in a given year. It does not take into consideration survey effort (how much
time was spent looking for panthers) or detectability (how easy or difficult it might be to
encounter a panther while looking for them, even when they are present). Though the
minimum annual count isagood tally of what we know with certainty (a number of panthers
known to be alive during the reporting period) it risks underestimation of the true panther
population size by failing to address sources of variation in the count from one reporting
period to the next. In 2014 (the most recent data year available at this moment) FWC counted
138 adult and subadult panthers.

Another method used recently has been to estimate Florida Panther population size through
mark-recapture, using data from panthers killed in collisions with vehicles. As | understand it,
this method consisted of using the number of individuals killed while wearing a transmitter
v/s not wearing a transmitter when killed to estimate the true population size and the 95%
confidence interval. This method recently yielded a population size estimate of 269
individuals - but with a margin of error between 143 and 509. That margin of error is
considered too wide to be useful in planning conservation.

A different means of estimating the true number of panthersis currently being pursued using
cameratraps to estimate density of panthers at different areas of their range. This method of
obtaining an estimate is very recent, is on-going, and is too new yet to provide arange-wide
estimate.

But aside from the estimated population size, there is the question of how the U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service (Service) utilizes population size in analyzing the impact of proposed actions
on listed species, implicit in your questions, that | feel aresponsibility to address. The
Endangered Species Act, enabling regulations, and Service policy requiresthat if we'reto err
at al, we err to the benefit of the species. Thus, hypothetically speaking the population size |
use when analyzing impacts of a given project to any listed speciesis always be the lowest,
most defensible one. For example, if | were analyzing the impact of a project on panthers,
today, | would choose to utilize FWC's minimum annual count (138), despite itsinherint risk
of under-reporting the true population size, because it reports the fewest number of panthers
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known to be alive (as of 2014). If the minimum annual count didn't exist, my next choice
would be the 143 figure from the road mortality estimation because there's a 95% chance the
"true" population sizeis greater than 142, but could be aslow as 143. Again, | emphasize it's
likely there are more panthers than these estimates (how much so is unknown), but from our
perspective it is safest for the species, generaly, if we use the smallest defensible count or
estimate available - because there's an equal chance a minimum count/estimate is correct.

That said it's likely we'll have the 2015 minimum annual count and population estimates
available when we do analyze the impact of the draft HCP on the panther population; so the
figures above are not likely to be the specific ones we use for that analysis. It is also possible
that between now and then a population size estimate that more accurately estimates the true
population size ( an estimate with a narrower margin of error) is produced. If so, it's possible
welll use that figure, instead, because it would constitute an improvement over the minimum
annual count (assuming the new method took into sufficient account sources of variation that
could've affected the estimate).

Asto therest of your questions:

- Has USFWS reviewed the FWC Panther Policy of September 2015 in comparison to the
HCP?/ Does that policy cover or integrate into HCP analysis?

Answer: It's possible someone in the Service has reviewed it, but | haven't, persondly ...yet.
I'll be looking at that later on, but for right now the answer is"l don't know." The FWCisa
separate, state-level organization from the US Fish and Wildlife Service (afederal agency).
Accordingly, each of us operates under different laws and regulations. The only thing I'll be
looking at, personally, when | do look over it, isto see whether FWC's panther policy
provides alevel of protection that exceeds what we're providing.

- In what way does the USFWS Panther Recovery Plan cover or integrate into the HCP
anaysis?

We ask (about any proposed activity) whether its impacts would prevent us from
implementing some aspect of arecovery plan. If any action proposed, from any proponent for
any action, ever did create a condition that would make it impossible to implement some
portion of arecovery plan we would go to the proponents to make an argument for altering
their action - so that feature of recovery plan, whatever it is, can till be implemented by
us.Well be looking at the draft HCP and the Panther Recovery Plan in the same manner.

- Did FWC produce the three copies of the HCP in the open house, or did Stantec bring those?

The company being used by our agency to aid in the preparation of the Environmental Impact
Statement, AECOM, printed off 3 copies of the draft HCP and brought them to the meeting.
The copies they printed off and brought to the meeting turned out to have had some missing
pages. Fortunately, they had afull copy with all pages available to substitute once the printing
and assembly error was detected. For general knowledge be aware that FWC, as a state
agency, has no rolein the federal NEPA process and has not, to my knowledge, had any role
in the formation of the draft HCP. Similarly, Stantec has no role in the studies or writing of a
draft EIS - their role is restricted to preparing the HCP in accordance with the wishes of the
applicants. Neither FWC nor Stantec was responsible for the Scoping Meeting, nor will they
be for the draft or final EIS.



- Could you provide any references of the past HCP's in Floridathat | can look through? | also
wonder if you can provide me with an average number of public comments you tend to
receive per HCP? | am sureit is different by geography, so perhaps arange or average. If
thereis someone else | should direct these questions to, please let me know.

Answer: I'm new to this office so I'm not sure where all of the Florida-specific documents
you're looking for are stored, yet. That said, its been explained to me that I TPs have been
pursued in Floridafor projects as small as single family homes, so there might be quite afew
in our system. To find out how many and how often I'll have to get with our admin folks to
figure out how many and where, when time permits. Nationwide, most large HCPs actually
have websites with all of the information you're looking for, though. Y ou might want to start
searching there. Or you can contact the Service's FOIA officer. If you need the contact
information for that, | can provideit.

Ken

On Fri, Apr 15, 2016 at 4:06 PM, Emily Ruff <emily@holisticlivingschool.org> wrote:
Hi Kenneth,

Thanks for your grace and hard work with this week's meeting re the Eastern Collier County
HCP. | have afew follow up questions to help me clarify my written comment submission
before 4/25.

- What does USFWS consider the current panther population estimate, and what data does it
base this number off of ? FWC seems to estimate 180, but a lot of the local organizations
and national non profits are estimating closer to 100.

- Has USFWS reviewed the FWC Panther Policy of September 2015 in comparison to the
HCP?/ Does that policy cover or integrate into HCP analysis?

- In what way does the USFWS Panther Recovery Plan cover or integrate into the HCP
analysis?

- Did FWC produce the three copies of the HCP in the open house, or did Stantec bring
those?

Thank you!
Emily

Emily Ruff, Herbalist
Executive Director, Florida School of Holistic Living (501c3)
1109 East Concord Street Orlando, FL 32803

407-595-3731 www.Holisticl ivingSchool.org

Join us for the sixth annual
Florida Herbal Conference - February 24-26, 2017
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www.FloridaHerbal Conference.org

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Purcell, Adam

Subject: RE: Quick Question

Date: Friday, March 18, 2016 1:29:11 PM
Ken,

I’'m not sure if you sent your edits/revisions to the brochures and other materials; if not, can you re-
send?

Thanks!

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2016 12:01 PM

To: Pride, Tom

Subject: Re: Quick Question

Yes, | survived! Haha It was really great having you guys out there for the site visit...thanks
for coming! If you guys have any photos from the visit our outreach specialist might use
could you forward them on to me?

I'll inform those inquiring about date changes of their options ... agree the 12th is best and we
should stay with that. Asan FY| we're cleared to publish the NOI in the F.R., and thiswill
happen as soon as late next week or early the week after.

I've looked over the brochures and materials and noted a few very minor things...they ook
great, though! I'll get those minor revisionsto you late this afternoon.

| look forward to the photos! Thank you!
Ken

On Thu, Mar 17, 2016 at 11:50 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

Glad to see you survived your meeting in Naples yesterday. ©

April 5t or May 512 There is no way we could move it up to April 5™ as there are still too many
things that need to be completed (website, brochure, Powerpoint, letters, boards, etc.). We are
working hard on all the logistics but it really would not be possible to have the meeting any earlier
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than the 12t at this point. For anyone who cannot physically attend the meeting, they do have two

2th

options: 1) attend the concurrent online meeting on the 12", or 2) attend the agency Webex

meeting on the 19" The audio recording and Powerpoint slides will also be available on the project
website after the public meeting.

We did visit the venue yesterday and will send you a couple of photos of the meeting room.
Have you had a chance to review the draft Powerpoint presentation and brochure?

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWWw.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2016 11:35 AM

To: Pride, Tom
Subject: Quick Question

Just was wondering (one person hoping to attend asked me), if it would be possible to move
the scoping meeting to the 5th. Don't do anything, | just want to know if it's literally possible
so if anyone else asks and it suddenly becomes a movement | know if we even could and can
answer them accordingly.

Thanks,

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and ferai&tence will conquer aff tﬂnjs
- ﬁenjamz’n ?Frankyz'n
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerjy and- c7:venn'&l?ence will conquer afl tﬁ;'njs
- »Z;enjamin ?ankdfz'n


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Purcell, Adam

Subject: RE: Quick Question

Date: Monday, March 21, 2016 10:20:41 AM
Ken,

Is it at all possible for us to review a final draft of the NOI prior to publication? We just want to
double-check all the email/website links and other content generated on our end. Thanks!

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2016 12:01 PM

To: Pride, Tom

Subject: Re: Quick Question

Yes, | survived! Haha It was really great having you guys out there for the site visit...thanks
for coming! If you guys have any photos from the visit our outreach specialist might use
could you forward them on to me?

I'll inform those inquiring about date changes of their options ... agree the 12th is best and we
should stay with that. Asan FY| we're cleared to publish the NOI in the F.R., and thiswill
happen as soon as late next week or early the week after.

I've looked over the brochures and materials and noted a few very minor things...they ook
great, though! I'll get those minor revisionsto you late this afternoon.

| look forward to the photos! Thank you!
Ken

On Thu, Mar 17, 2016 at 11:50 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

Glad to see you survived your meeting in Naples yesterday. ©

April 5t or May 512 There is no way we could move it up to April 5™ as there are still too many
things that need to be completed (website, brochure, Powerpoint, letters, boards, etc.). We are
working hard on all the logistics but it really would not be possible to have the meeting any earlier

than the 12t at this point. For anyone who cannot physically attend the meeting, they do have two


mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:adam.purcell@aecom.com
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com

2th

options: 1) attend the concurrent online meeting on the 12™", or 2) attend the agency Webex

meeting on the 19" The audio recording and Powerpoint slides will also be available on the project
website after the public meeting.

We did visit the venue yesterday and will send you a couple of photos of the meeting room.
Have you had a chance to review the draft Powerpoint presentation and brochure?

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 17, 2016 11:35 AM

To: Pride, Tom
Subject: Quick Question

Just was wondering (one person hoping to attend asked me), if it would be possible to move
the scoping meeting to the 5th. Don't do anything, | just want to know if it's literally possible
so if anyone else asks and it suddenly becomes a movement | know if we even could and can
answer them accordingly.

Thanks,

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

.fnerjy and’- Joerﬂ'&tence will conguer alf tﬂnjs
- Eenjamz’n ?nmffz’n


mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and-  persistence will conguer aff tﬂnjs

- ﬁenjamz’n Trankyz'n


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: alennwilliams@earthlink.net

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth
Subject: Re: Re: East Collier Multi Species HCP
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2016 7:05:59 AM

| apologize for this automatic reply to your email.

To control spam, | now allow incoming messages only from senders | have approved
beforehand.

If you would like to be added to my list of approved senders, please fill out the short request
form (see link below). Once | approve you, | will receive your original message in my inbox.
Y ou do not need to resend your message. | apologize for this one-time inconvenience.

Click the link below to fill out the request:

https://webmail.pas.earthlink.net/wam/addme?a=alennwilliams@earthlink.net& id=11e6-
0230-d3b929ca-aba8-002128145e6¢



mailto:glennwilliams@earthlink.net
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
https://webmail.pas.earthlink.net/wam/addme?a=glennwilliams@earthlink.net&id=11e6-0230-d3b929ca-aba8-002128145e6c
https://webmail.pas.earthlink.net/wam/addme?a=glennwilliams@earthlink.net&id=11e6-0230-d3b929ca-aba8-002128145e6c

From: alennwilliams@earthlink.net

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth
Subject: Re: Re: East Collier Multi Species HCP
Date: Friday, April 15, 2016 7:54:30 AM

| apologize for this automatic reply to your email.

To control spam, | now allow incoming messages only from senders | have approved
beforehand.

If you would like to be added to my list of approved senders, please fill out the short request
form (see link below). Once | approve you, | will receive your original message in my inbox.
Y ou do not need to resend your message. | apologize for this one-time inconvenience.

Click the link below to fill out the request:

https://webmail.pas.earthlink.net/wam/addme?a=alennwilliams@earthlink.net& id=11e6-
0300-bbde9648-bd1d-00144fe24d34



mailto:glennwilliams@earthlink.net
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
https://webmail.pas.earthlink.net/wam/addme?a=glennwilliams@earthlink.net&id=11e6-0300-bbde9648-bd1d-00144fe24d34
https://webmail.pas.earthlink.net/wam/addme?a=glennwilliams@earthlink.net&id=11e6-0300-bbde9648-bd1d-00144fe24d34

From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth; Purcell, Adam

Subject: RE: Rox"s Opening Comments

Date: Monday, April 11, 2016 8:33:21 AM
Attachments: Roxanna_Openina_Remarks (rlh)_tp Edits.docx
Ken,

We have a court recorder reserved but they have not told us yet specifically which one they are
assigning to us. Later today we should be getting their name and cell number and | can forward
their name to you. Also, attached are some suggested edits to the opening remarks. As we briefly
discussed Friday, we can have someone keep time for the speakers and hold up large cards at the
30-second and 2-minute marks. It’s somewhat easier than operating a light system (and we don’t
have a light system). Let me know if you have any other thoughts. Thanks!

Oh, also...can you send me the details of your meeting with the BOCC tomorrow morning (location,
etc.)? Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 7:36 AM

To: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam

Subject: Rox's Opening Comments

Morning guys,

Attached is adraft of Rox's opening comments after her edits. Do we know the name of the
Court Reporter? She wants to indicate them by name in her opening remarks. Also, review the
text to ensure what she's describing is accurate (what's highlighted in yellow and how welll
indicate time to speakers, especialy). Lastly, can you make sure we print off a copy of this
and bring it to the meeting as a spare in case her copy is misplaced prior to our arriving?

Thanks!

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559


mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:adam.purcell@aecom.com
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/

EASTERN COLLIER MULTIPLE SPECIES HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

APRIL 12, 2016



OPENING REMARKS (ROXANNA HINZMAN – USFWS)



WELCOME, AND THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING TONIGHT’S MEETING.  MY NAME IS ROXANNA HINZMAN, FIELD SUPERVISOR FOR THE U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE’S ECOLOGICAL FIELD OFFICE IN VERO BEACH, FLORIDA.  



BEFORE WE BEGIN, I WOULD LIKE TO PAUSE FOR A BRIEF SAFETY MOMENT, AND POINT OUT THE EMERGENCY EXITS LOCATED AT THE REAR OF THE ROOM.  ONE EXIT IS LOCATED TO YOUR LEFT AND DOWN THE HALL IN WHICH YOU ENTERED.  ANOTHER EXIT IS LOCATED TO YOUR RIGHT.  THERE IS ALSO AN EXIT AT THE FRONT OF THE ROOM THROUGH THIS DOOR (POINT TO DOOR).  FIRE DEPARTMENT REGULATIONS LIMIT THE CAPACITY OF THIS ROOM TO 300 PERSONS.



ALL STATEMENTS MADE AT THE PODIUM OR DURING THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD LATER THIS EVENING ARE BEING RECORDED BY A COURT RECORDER (POINT TO RECORDER) AND WILL BE MADE PART OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD FOR THE PROJECT.  THIS MEETING IS ALSO BEING PRESENTED IN REAL TIME ONLINE.



NEXT, WE WOULD LIKE TO RECOGNIZE ANY ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT TONIGHT.  ARE THERE ANY LOCAL, STATE, TRIBAL, OR FEDERAL ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT?  IF SO, PLEASE RISE AND IDENTIFY YOURSELF.  

OFFICIALS INTRODUCE THEMSELVES…

THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENDANCE AND PARTICIPATION.  



AT THIS TIME I WOULD LIKE TO INTRODUCE KEY MEMBERS OF THE PROJECT.  KEN MCDONALD WILL SERVE AS THE PROJECT MANAGER FOR THE FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE.  KEN WARREN IS THE SERVICE’S PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICER.  INTRODUCE OTHER SERVICE PERSONNEL AS APPROPRIATE….  ASSISTING THE SERVICE IN THE PREPARATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT IS OUR THIRD-PARTY CONSULTANT AECOM.  THE AECOM TEAM IS LED BY TOM PRIDE.



INTRODUCE CHRISTIAN SPILKER OR ANY OF THE OTHER PROPERTY OWNERS…?





PURPOSE AND PROCESS



THE PURPOSE OF THIS MEETING IS TO SOLICIT PUBLIC INPUT FOR PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT, OR EIS, RELATED TO AN ANTICIPATED PERMIT APPLICATION FROM NINE COLLIER COUNTY, FLORIDA LANDOWNERS FOR THE INCIDENTAL TAKE OF FEDERALLY-LISTED SPECIES.  THIS MEETING IS BEING HELD IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT, ALSO KNOWN AS “NEPA.”  THE PERMIT APPLICATION WOULD INCLUDE AN “EASTERN COLLIER MULTIPLE SPECIES HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN” PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT OF 1973, AS AMENDED.  THE NEPA PROCESS WILL BE USED TO EVALUATE THE HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN AND IDENTIFY REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES. NEPA IS INTENDED TO BE A PUBLIC PROCESS. YOUR INPUT IS ENCOURAGED AND APPRECIATED.  



ADDITIONAL DETAILS OF THE PROJECT WILL BE PROVIDED IN THE UPCOMING PRESENTATION.  



AN OPEN COMMENT PERIOD WILL FOLLOW THE PRESENTATION THIS EVENING.  IF ANYONE PRESENT WOULD LIKE TO MAKE AN ORAL STATEMENT RELATED TO THE SCOPE OF THE EIS, PLEASE FILL OUT A COMMENT FORM, IF YOU HAVE NOT ALREADY DONE SO, AND RETURN THE FORM TO THE SIGN-IN DESK.  



THOSE HERE THIS EVENING MAY ALSO MAKE A WRITTEN COMMENT ON ONE OF THESE COMMENT FORMS AND DROP IT IN ONE OF THE COMMENT BOXES LOCATED IN THE ENTRANCE HALLWAY.  [HOLD UP BLANK FORM]  



COMMENTS MAY ALSO BE SUBMITTED VIA EMAIL TO COMMENTS-EASTCOLLIERHCP@FWS.GOV.  ALL OF THE OPTIONS FOR SUBMITTING COMMENTS ARE PROVIDED ON THE INFORMATIONAL BROCHURE PROVIDED TO YOU WHEN YOU SIGNED IN. [HOLD UP BROCHURE].  WE ALSO ENCOURAGE YOU TO VISIT THE PROJECT WEBSITE AT WWW.EASTERNCOLLIERHCPEIS.COM.  



THIS EVENING IS DIVIDED INTO THREE PARTS.  I AM GOING TO GIVE YOU A SHORT DISCUSSION OF THE GROUND RULES; THEN THERE WILL BE A SHORT PRESENTATION ON THE PROPOSED PROJECT; AND WE WILL THEN LAUNCH INTO THE MAJOR PORTION OF TONIGHT’S HEARING, WHICH IS THE PUBLIC COMMENT PORTION.



GROUND RULES. 



WHEN YOU COME TO THE MICROPHONE, PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME CLEARLY AND SPELL IT FOR THE COURT REPORTER.  THAT WAY SHE CAN GET IT ALL DOWN ON THE RECORD CORRECTLY.



YOU HAVE TO BE REGISTERED IN ORDER TO SPEAK.   THE REGISTRATION FORMS ARE OUT IN THE HALLAT THE SIGN-IN DESK.  I THINK YOU ALL HAVE PROBABLY SEEN THEM, BUT UNLESS YOU HAVE FILLED ONE OUT, YOU WILL NOT BE ALLOWED TO SPEAK.



[bookmark: _GoBack]WE HAVE A NUMBER OF SPEAKERS AND TIME IS SHORT.  SO TO GIVE EVERYONE AN EQUAL OPPORUTNITY TO SPEAK, THERE WILL BE A 2- MINUTE SPEAKING ALLOCATION.   WE HAVE AN AUTOMATIC TIMER THAT ACTIVATES THE GREEN, YELLOW AND RED LIGHTS HERE AND ON A SMALLER DEVICE ON THE PODIUM.   IT WILL BE GREEN DURING PART OF YOUR _________- MINUTE _____ - SECONDS SPEAKING TIME WITH THE EXCEPTION OF THE LAST 45-SECONDS.   THE LAST 45-SECONDS, IT WILL SHOW YELLOW TO ALERT YOU THAT IT IS TIME TO WRAP UP.   AT THE END OF YOUR TIME ALLOCATION, THERE WILL BE A FLASHING RED LIGHT AND A SERIES OF SHORT BEEPS.  YOU CANNOT GIVE YOUR SPEAKING TIME TO SOMEONE ELSE.	Comment by Pride, Tom: We do not have the light system but discussed with Ken using a hand-card.  When 30 seconds are remaining, we hold up a card (visible to the speaker) showing 30 seconds remaining.  At the end of the 2 minutes we hold up a card showing time is up.  We can provide an AECOM person to keep up with the time and hold up the cards.



WE DO NOT EXPECT YOU TO STOP IN THE MIDDLE OF A SENTENCE.  YOU CAN COMPLETE YOUR SENTENCE, BUT WE DO NOT WANT YOU TO CONTINUE ON IN A LONG DIALOGUE.  THAT MEANS WRAP IT UP AND LEAVE THE MICROPHONE.



I WOULD LIKE TO TELL YOU WHAT THIS IS TONIGHT AND WHAT IT IS NOT.  THIS IS AN OPPORTUNITY FOR ALL OF YOU TO REGISTER YOUR THOUGHTS AND YOUR COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED FEDERAL ACTION AND TO HAVE THOSE COMMENTS ENTERED INTO THE OFFICIAL RECORD FOR CONSIDERATION.



WHAT IT IS NOT IS A COURT PROCEEDING, ALTHOUGH IT IS A FEDERAL PUBLIC MEETING AND THE DEMEANOR WILL BE THE SAME AS THAT OF A COURTROOM.  THERE WILL BE NO TESTIMONY UNDER OATH.  THERE IS NO CROSS EXAMINATION.



IT IS ALSO NOT A DEBATE:  NOT A DEBATE BETWEEN THE AUDIENCE AND THE FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE, NOR BETWEEN MEMBERS OF THE AUDIENCE.  THERE IS NO REBUTTAL AND THERE IS NO SECOND SHOT AT THE APPLE.  IT IS NOT A QUESTION-AND-ANSWER SESSION.



TONIGHT’S MEETING IS SIMPLY DESIGNED TO RECEIVE YOUR ORAL COMMENT AS A MEANS FOR THE U. S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE TO GAIN INFORMATION REGARDING YOUR VIEW OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND WHAT INFORMATION AND ANALYSES SHOULD BE INCLUDED IN THE EIS.



YOU CAN ASK A QUESTION.  THE QUESTION WILL NOT BE ANSWERED HERE, BUT WILL BE RECORDED BY THE REPORTER.   THE REVIEWERS, WHO REVIEW THIS TRANSCRIPT AND THE OTHER MATERIALS SUBMITTED DURING THE COMMENT PERIOD, WILL TAKE THAT CONCERN UNDER CONSIDERATION AT THE TIME OF REVIEW.



THE ONLY EXCEPTION TO THIS IS IF SOMETHING REALLY GOES TO THE ESSENCE OF THE MEETING.  IN THAT CASE, WE MAY PROVIDE A SHORT ANSWER.





YOU DO NOT HAVE TO SPEAK EVEN THOUGH YOU HAVE REGISTERED.  IF YOU FIND PEOPLE BEFORE YOU HAVE ADEQUATELY COVERED YOUR CONCERNS OR COMMENTS AND YOU DO NOT FEEL A NEED TO STEP FORWARD AND SPEAK, YOU CAN RELINQUISH AT THAT TIME.  YOU DO NOT HAVE TO COME FORWARD.  COMMENTS WILL RECEIVE THE SAME LEVEL OF REVIEW WHETHER THEY ARE MADE ONCE, OR MULTIPLE TIMES.



YOU CAN SUPPLEMENT YOUR ORAL COMMENTS WITH WRITTEN COMMENTS.  YOU CAN GIVE THOSE TO US TONIGHT AT ANY TIME AND WE WILL BE HAPPY TO RECEIVE THEM. 



YOU CAN ALSO SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS AND SUPPORTING INFORMATION AT ANY TIME UP THROUGH APRIL 25, 2016.  THE ONLINE AND MAILING ADDRESSES FOR THAT PURPOSE ARE AVAILABLE AT THE SPEAKER REGISTRATION TABLES.



ALL PUBLIC COMMENTS AND INFORMATION RECEIVED DURING THE OPEN COMMENT PERIOD REGARDLESS OF SUBMISSION METHOD – MAILED, VIA THE ONLINE PORTAL OR AT  TONIGHT’S HEARING – WILL BE THOROUGHLY REVIEWED AND GIVEN DUE CONSIDERATION BY U. S. FISH AND WILDLIFE STAFF IN REACHING THEIR FINAL DECISION.  



WE ASK THAT YOU NOT APPLAUD, NOT MAKE LOUD NOISES, AND I DIRECT YOU NOT TO RIDICULE ANY OF THE SPEAKERS.  CIVILITY AND COURTESY ARE THE WATCH WORDS TONIGHT.



WE RECOGNIZE THAT THERE ARE EMOTIONAL ASPECTS TO THE PROPOSED ACTION, BUT WE REMIND YOU THAT NOT ALL SPEAKERS ARE EXPERIENCED.  SOME ARE NERVOUS, SOME ARE TIMID.  SOME POSSIBLY WOULD NOT COME FORWARD AND SPEAK IN A HOSTILE ATMOSPHERE, AND WE DO NOT WANT ANYONE TO BE INTIMIDATED.  



WE WANT EVERY PERSON TO BE ABLE TO COME COMFORTABLY TO THE MICROPHONE AND GIVE US THEIR COMMENTS.



IN ADDITION, LOUD NOISES AND THE LIKE USE UP VALUABLE TIME, AND THE COURT REPORTER CANNOT HEAR AND MAKE A PROPER TRANSCRIPT.



THESE GROUND RULES ARE NECESSARY TO GUARANTEE EVERYONE A FAIR AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD AND WE WILL ENFORCE THE GROUND RULES.



HAVING SAID ALL OF THIS, WE ARE NOW READY TO START WITH THE PRESENTATION.



KEN MCDONALD WILL NOW GIVE A PRESENTATION ON THE PROJECT.



------------------------------------------------------PRESENTATION IS MADE ----------------------------------------------







OK, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, WE ARE GOING TO START THE ORAL COMMENTS PORTION.  



AS I SAID BEFORE, YOU MUST BE REGISTERED TO SPEAK IF YOU WISH TO SPEAK, AND YOU MAY SUPPLEMENT YOUR ORAL COMMENTS WITH WRITTEN COMMENTS.  IF YOU REGISTERED TO SPEAK BUT HAVE CHANGED YOUR MIND, YOU DO NOT HAVE TO SPEAK.



AS A REMINDER, YOU EACH HAVE 2-MINUTES TO SPEAK.  DURING THE LAST 45-SECONDS OF YOUR ALLOTTED TIME THE LIGHT WILL TURN YELLOW INDICATING ITS TIME TO WRAP-UP, AND AT THE END OF YOUR TIME THE LIGHT WILL FLASH RED AND A SERIES OF BEEPS WILL BE HEARD.








Office: 772.469.4284
Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerjy and-  persistence will congquer afl tﬁ;’njw
- »Z;enjamin ?ankdfin


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Purcell. Adam

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth; Pride, Tom

Subject: RE: Rox"s Opening Comments

Date: Monday, April 11, 2016 4:08:55 PM

Attachments: Roxanna_Openina_Remarks REV3 04-11-2016.docx
Ken,

Attached is the final draft of our edits to Rox’s comments. Generally, we added in the content that
was highlighted previously, and reference to the online interaction.

Adam

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 7:36 AM

To: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam

Subject: Rox's Opening Comments

Morning guys,

Attached is adraft of Rox's opening comments after her edits. Do we know the name of the
Court Reporter? She wants to indicate them by name in her opening remarks. Also, review the
text to ensure what she's describing is accurate (what's highlighted in yellow and how welll
indicate time to speakers, especialy). Lastly, can you make sure we print off a copy of this
and bring it to the meeting as a spare in case her copy is misplaced prior to our arriving?

Thanks!

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fne(jy and- fera'&tence will conquer afl tﬁ;'nj&
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EASTERN COLLIER MULTIPLE SPECIES HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

APRIL 12, 2016



OPENING REMARKS (ROXANNA HINZMAN – USFWS)



WELCOME, AND THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING TONIGHT’S MEETING.  MY NAME IS ROXANNA HINZMAN, FIELD SUPERVISOR FOR THE U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE’S ECOLOGICAL FIELD OFFICE IN VERO BEACH, FLORIDA.  



BEFORE WE BEGIN, I WOULD LIKE TO PAUSE FOR A BRIEF SAFETY MOMENT, AND POINT OUT THE EMERGENCY EXITS LOCATED AT THE REAR OF THE ROOM.  ONE EXIT IS LOCATED TO YOUR LEFT AND DOWN THE HALL IN WHICH YOU ENTERED.  ANOTHER EXIT IS LOCATED TO YOUR RIGHT.  THERE IS ALSO AN EXIT AT THE FRONT OF THE ROOM THROUGH THIS DOOR (POINT TO DOOR).  FIRE DEPARTMENT REGULATIONS LIMIT THE CAPACITY OF THIS ROOM TO 300 PERSONS.



ALL STATEMENTS MADE AT THE PODIUM OR DURING THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND LATER THIS EVENING ARE BEING RECORDED BY A COURT RECORDER (POINT TO RECORDER) AND WILL BE MADE PART OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD FOR THE PROJECT.  THIS MEETING IS ALSO BEING PRESENTED IN REAL TIME ONLINE.



NEXT, WE WOULD LIKE TO RECOGNIZE ANY ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT TONIGHT. I AM GOING TO READ A LIST OF OFFICIALS, THAT WE KNOW ARE PRESENT, AND ASK THEM TO STAND.  (READ LIST)  IFTHERE ARE ANY OTHER LOCAL, STATE, TRIBAL, OR FEDERAL ELECTED OFFICIALS, OR THEIR REPRESENTATIVES, PRESENT WHOSE NAME I HAVE NOT CALLED, PLEASE STAND AND IDENTIFY YOURSELF. 



OFFICIALS INTRODUCE THEMSELVES…



THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENDANCE AND PARTICIPATION.  



AT THIS TIME I WOULD LIKE TO INTRODUCE KEY MEMBERS OF THE PROJECT TEAM.  KEN MCDONALD WILL SERVE AS THE PROJECT MANAGER FOR THE FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE.  KEN WARREN IS THE SERVICE’S PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICER.  INTRODUCE OTHER SERVICE PERSONNEL AS APPROPRIATE….  ASSISTING THE SERVICE IN THE PREPARATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT IS OUR THIRD-PARTY CONSULTANT AECOM.  THE AECOM TEAM IS LED BY TOM PRIDE.



INTRODUCE CHRISTIAN SPILKER OR ANY OF THE OTHER PROPERTY OWNERS…?





PURPOSE AND PROCESS



THE PURPOSE OF THIS MEETING IS TO SOLICIT PUBLIC INPUT FOR PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT, OR EIS, RELATED TO AN ANTICIPATED PERMIT APPLICATION FROM NINE COLLIER COUNTY LANDOWNERS FOR THE INCIDENTAL TAKE OF FEDERALLY-LISTED SPECIES.  THIS MEETING IS BEING HELD IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT, ALSO KNOWN AS “NEPA.”  THE PERMIT APPLICATION WOULD INCLUDE AN “EASTERN COLLIER MULTIPLE SPECIES HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN” PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT OF 1973, AS AMENDED.  THE NEPA PROCESS WILL BE USED TO EVALUATE THE HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN AND IDENTIFY REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES. NEPA IS INTENDED TO BE A PUBLIC PROCESS. YOUR INPUT IS ENCOURAGED AND APPRECIATED.  



ADDITIONAL DETAILS OF THE PROJECT WILL BE PROVIDED IN THE UPCOMING PRESENTATION.  



AN OPEN COMMENT PERIOD WILL FOLLOW THE PRESENTATION THIS EVENING.  IF ANYONE PRESENT WOULD LIKE TO MAKE AN ORAL STATEMENT RELATED TO THE SCOPE OF THE EIS, PLEASE FILL OUT A SPEAKER CARD, AND RETURN THAT FORM TO THE SIGN-IN DESK. WE WILL CALL SPEAKERS TO THE PODIUM THROUGH THE USE OF THE CARDS.   

THOSE HERE THIS EVENING MAY ALSO MAKE A WRITTEN COMMENT ON ONE OF THESE COMMENT FORMS AND DROP IT IN ONE OF THE COMMENT BOXES LOCATED NEAR THE ENTRANCE.  [HOLD UP BLANK FORM]  THOSE PARTICIPATING ONLINE MAY SUBMIT THEIR COMMENTS VIA E-MAIL. 



ALL OPTIONS FOR SUBMITTING COMMENTS ARE PROVIDED IN THE INFORMATIONAL BROCHURE [HOLD UP BROCHURE], AND ON THE PROJECT WEBSITE AT WWW.EASTERNCOLLIERHCPEIS.COM.  



THIS EVENING IS DIVIDED INTO THREE PARTS.  I AM GOING TO GIVE YOU A SHORT OVERVIEW OF THE GROUND RULES; THEN THERE WILL BE A SHORT PRESENTATION ON THE PROPOSED PROJECT; WE WILL THEN LAUNCH INTO THE MAJOR PORTION OF TONIGHT’S MEETING, WHICH IS THE PUBLIC COMMENT PORTION.



GROUND RULES. 



WHEN YOU COME TO THE MICROPHONE, PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME CLEARLY AND SPELL IT FOR THE COURT REPORTER.  THAT WAY YOUR INFORMATION IS RECORD CORRECTLY.



[bookmark: _GoBack]YOU HAVE TO BE REGISTERED TO SPEAK.   SPEAKER CARDS ARE AVAILABLE AT THE SIGN IN TABLE.  I THINK YOU’VE PROBABLY SEEN THEM, BUT UNLESS YOU’VE FILLED ONE OUT, YOU WILL NOT BE ALLOWED TO SPEAK. FOR THOSE JOINING US ONLINE, PLEASE SUBMIT YOUR COMMENTS VIA E-MAIL.



WE HAVE A NUMBER OF SPEAKERS AND TIME IS SHORT.  SO TO GIVE EVERYONE AN EQUAL OPPORUTNITY TO SPEAK, THERE WILL BE A 2- MINUTE SPEAKING ALLOCATION.  YOU MAY NOT DEFER YOUR TIME TO ANOTHER SPEAKER.  WHILE YOU ARE SPEAKING, WE WILL GIVE YOU TIME CHECKS BY HOLDING UP A CARD WHEN 60 SECONDS REMAINS, WHEN 30 SECONDS REMAINS, AND WHEN YOUR TIME HAS EXPIRED.   



WHEN TIME EXPIRES, WE DO NOT EXPECT YOU TO STOP IN THE MIDDLE OF A SENTENCE.  YOU CAN COMPLETE YOUR THOUGHT, BUT WE DO NOT WANT YOU TO CONTINUE ON IN A LONG DIALOGUE.  PLEASE WRAP UP YOUR REMARKS AND LEAVE THE MICROPHONE IN ORDER TO ALLOW TIME FOR ALL THOSE WHO WISH TO SPEAK.



I WOULD LIKE TO TELL YOU WHAT THIS IS TONIGHT AND WHAT IT IS NOT.  THIS IS AN OPPORTUNITY FOR ALL OF YOU TO REGISTER YOUR THOUGHTS AND YOUR COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED FEDERAL ACTION, AND TO HAVE THOSE COMMENTS ENTERED INTO THE OFFICIAL RECORD FOR CONSIDERATION.



WHAT IT IS NOT IS A COURT PROCEEDING, ALTHOUGH IT IS A FEDERAL PUBLIC MEETING AND THE DEMEANOR WILL BE MUCH LIKE A COURTROOM.  THERE WILL BE NO TESTIMONY UNDER OATH.  THERE IS NO CROSS EXAMINATION.



IT IS ALSO NOT A DEBATE:  NOT A DEBATE BETWEEN THE AUDIENCE AND THE FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE, NOR BETWEEN MEMBERS OF THE AUDIENCE.  THERE IS NO REBUTTAL AND THERE IS NO SECOND SHOT AT THE APPLE.  IT IS NOT A QUESTION-AND-ANSWER SESSION.



TONIGHT’S MEETING IS SIMPLY DESIGNED TO RECEIVE YOUR ORAL COMMENT. IT IS A MEANS FOR THE U. S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE TO GAIN INFORMATION REGARDING YOUR VIEW OF THE PROPOSED ACTION, AND IDENTIFY THE INFORMATION AND ANALYSES THAT SHOULD BE INCLUDED IN THE EIS.



YOU CAN ASK A QUESTION.  THE QUESTION WILL NOT BE ANSWERED HERE, BUT WILL BE RECORDED BY THE REPORTER.   THE REVIEWERS, WHO REVIEW THIS TRANSCRIPT AND THE OTHER MATERIALS SUBMITTED DURING THE COMMENT PERIOD, WILL TAKE THAT CONCERN UNDER CONSIDERATION AT THE TIME OF REVIEW.



THE ONLY EXCEPTION TO THIS IS IF SOMETHING REALLY GOES TO THE ESSENCE OF THE MEETING.  IN THAT CASE, WE MAY PROVIDE A SHORT ANSWER.



YOU DO NOT HAVE TO SPEAK EVEN THOUGH YOU HAVE REGISTERED.  IF YOU FIND THE PEOPLE THAT SPEAK BEFORE YOU HAVE ADEQUATELY COVERED YOUR CONCERNS OR COMMENTS AND YOU DO NOT FEEL A NEED TO STEP FORWARD AND SPEAK, YOU CAN RELINQUISH AT THAT TIME.  YOU DO NOT HAVE TO COME FORWARD.  ALL COMMENTS WILL RECEIVE THE SAME LEVEL OF REVIEW WHETHER THEY ARE MADE ONCE, OR MULTIPLE TIMES.



YOU CAN SUPPLEMENT YOUR ORAL COMMENTS WITH WRITTEN COMMENTS.  YOU CAN GIVE THOSE TO US TONIGHT AT ANY TIME, AND WE WILL BE HAPPY TO RECEIVE THEM. 



YOU CAN ALSO SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS AND SUPPORTING INFORMATION AT ANY TIME UP THROUGH APRIL 25, 2016.  THE ONLINE AND MAILING ADDRESSES FOR THAT PURPOSE ARE AVAILABLE IN THE PROJECT HANDOUT AND ON THE PROJECT WEBSITE. 



ALL PUBLIC COMMENTS AND INFORMATION RECEIVED DURING THE OPEN COMMENT PERIOD REGARDLESS OF SUBMISSION METHOD – WILL BE THOROUGHLY REVIEWED AND GIVEN DUE CONSIDERATION BY U. S. FISH AND WILDLIFE STAFF IN REACHING THEIR FINAL DECISION.  



WE ASK THAT YOU NOT APPLAUD, NOT MAKE LOUD NOISES, AND I DIRECT YOU NOT TO RIDICULE ANY OF THE SPEAKERS.  CIVILITY AND COURTESY ARE THE WATCH WORDS TONIGHT.



WE RECOGNIZE THAT THERE ARE EMOTIONAL ASPECTS TO THE PROPOSED ACTION, BUT WE REMIND YOU THAT NOT ALL SPEAKERS ARE EXPERIENCED.  SOME ARE NERVOUS, SOME ARE TIMID.  SOME POSSIBLY WOULD NOT COME FORWARD AND SPEAK IN A HOSTILE ATMOSPHERE, AND WE DO NOT WANT ANYONE TO BE INTIMIDATED.  



WE WANT EVERY PERSON TO BE ABLE TO COME COMFORTABLY TO THE MICROPHONE AND GIVE US THEIR COMMENTS.



IN ADDITION, LOUD NOISES AND THE LIKE USE UP VALUABLE TIME, AND THE COURT REPORTER CANNOT HEAR AND MAKE A PROPER TRANSCRIPT.



THESE GROUND RULES ARE NECESSARY TO GUARANTEE EVERYONE A FAIR AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD AND WE WILL ENFORCE THE GROUND RULES.



HAVING SAID ALL OF THIS, WE ARE NOW READY TO START WITH THE PRESENTATION.



KEN MCDONALD WILL NOW GIVE A PRESENTATION ON THE PROJECT.



------------------------------------------------------PRESENTATION IS MADE ----------------------------------------------







OK, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, WE ARE GOING TO START THE ORAL COMMENTS PORTION.  



AS I SAID BEFORE, YOU MUST BE REGISTERED TO SPEAK IF YOU WISH TO SPEAK, AND YOU MAY SUPPLEMENT YOUR ORAL COMMENTS WITH WRITTEN COMMENTS.  IF YOU REGISTERED TO SPEAK BUT HAVE CHANGED YOUR MIND, YOU DO NOT HAVE TO SPEAK.



AS A REMINDER, YOU EACH HAVE 2-MINUTES TO SPEAK.  DURING THE LAST 60-SECONDS OF YOUR ALLOTTED TIME WE WILL HOLD UP CARDS INDICATING TIME REMAINING AND WHEN ITS TIME TO WRAP-UP.
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From: Hinzman, Roxanna

To: Robert Tawes; Kenneth Mcdonald

Cc: Ken Warren; Constance Cassler

Subject: Re: SCHEDULED: Document Number - 2016-06792
Date: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 1:24:35 PM

He's added on here -

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288

roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Tue, Mar 22, 2016 at 1:22 PM, Robert Tawes <robert_tawes@fws.gov> wrote:
FYI. Couldn't find Ken's email on the iPad

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Prigan, Sard" <sara_prigan@fws.gov>

Date: March 22, 2016 at 12:43:22 PM EDT

To: David Dell <david_dell@fws.gov>, Robert Tawes
<robert_tawes@fws.gov>, Travis Culp <travis culp@fws.gov>

Cc: Anissa Craghead <Anissa_Craghead@fws.gov>, Susan Wilkinson

<susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>, Megan Apgar <megan_apgar @ios.doi.gov>
Subject: Fwd: SCHEDUL ED: Document Number - 2016-06792

Draft Environmental Impact Statement; Eastern Collier Multi-species Habitat
Conservation Plan; Collier County, Florida [FWS-R4-ES-2016-N037]
David Dell , Robert Tawes, Travis Culp

FR00002539

Please see publication information below.
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mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov
mailto:constance_cassler@fws.gov
mailto:roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov
mailto:robert_tawes@fws.gov
mailto:sara_prigan@fws.gov
mailto:david_dell@fws.gov
mailto:robert_tawes@fws.gov
mailto:travis_culp@fws.gov
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mailto:susan_wilkinson@fws.gov
mailto:megan_apgar@ios.doi.gov

Thank you,

Sara Prigan

Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S Fish and Wildlife Service

5275 Leesburg Pike, MS: BPHC

Falls Church, VA 22041-3808

Telephone: 703-358-2508

http://www.fws.gov/pdm/index.html

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: nor eply@fedr eg.gov

Document 2016-06792, Category NOTICES has been scheduled to publish
on 03-25-2016.
This document will be placed on public inspection on 03-24-2016 08:45:00.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service
[FWS-R4-ES-2016-N037]; [40120-1112—-0000-F2]

Draft Environmenta Impact Statement; Eastern Collier Multi-species Habitat
Conservation Plan; Collier County, Florida

AGENCY : Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.
ACTION: Notice of intent; announcement of public meeting.

SUMMARY : Under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), we, the
Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), advise the public that we intend to gather
information necessary to prepare a draft environmental impact statement
(dEIS) related to an anticipated permit application from nine Collier County,
Florida, landowners (prospective applicants) for the incidental take of federally
listed species. The permit application would include an Eastern Collier
Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (ECM SHCP) prepared in
accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act). We
provide this notice to (1) describe the anticipated action; (2) advise other
Federal and State agencies, affected Tribes, and the public of our intent to
prepare a dEIS; (3) announce the initiation of a public scoping period; and (4)
obtain suggestions and information on the scope of issues and alternativesto be
included in the dEIS as well as any other written data, views, or arguments with
respect to the anticipated permit application.


http://www.fws.gov/pdm/index.html
mailto:noreply@fedreg.gov




From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Dell, David

Subject: Re: SCHEDULED: Document Number - 2016-06792
Date: Friday, March 25, 2016 8:00:42 AM

Nice!

On Wed, Mar 23, 2016 at 7:04 AM, Dell, David <david_dell @fws.gov> wrote:
Ken: You may have seen this, we publish Friday, March 25.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Prigan, Sara <sara_prigan@fws.gov>

Date: Tue, Mar 22, 2016 at 12:43 PM

Subject: Fwd: SCHEDULED: Document Number - 2016-06792

To: David Dell <david_dell@fws.gov>, Robert Tawes <robert_tawes@fws.gov>, Travis
Culp <travis_culp@fws.gov>

Cc: Anissa Craghead <Anissa_Craghead@fws.gov>, Susan Wilkinson

<susan_wilkinson@fws.gov>, Megan Apgar <megan_apgar @ios.doi.gov>

Draft Environmental Impact Statement; Eastern Collier Multi-species Habitat Conservation
Plan; Collier County, Florida [FWS-R4-ES-2016-N037] David Dell , Robert Tawes,
Travis Culp

FR00002539

Please see publication information below.

Thank you,

Sara Prigan

Division of Policy, Performance, and Management Programs
U.S Fish and Wildlife Service

5275 Leesburg Pike, MS BPHC

Falls Church, VA 22041-3808

Telephone: 703-358-2508

http://www.fws.gov/pdm/index.html
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---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: nor eply@fedr eg.gov

Document 2016-06792, Category NOTICES has been scheduled to publish on 03-25-
2016.
This document will be placed on public inspection on 03-24-2016 08:45:00.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service
[FWS-R4-ES-2016-N037]; [40120-1112-0000—+F2]

Draft Environmental Impact Statement; Eastern Collier Multi-species Habitat Conservation
Plan; Collier County, Florida

AGENCY: : Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.
ACTION: Notice of intent; announcement of public meeting.

SUMMARY : Under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), we, the Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service), advise the public that we intend to gather information necessary
to prepare a draft environmental impact statement (dEIS) related to an anticipated permit
application from nine Collier County, Florida, landowners (prospective applicants) for the
incidental take of federally listed species. The permit application would include an Eastern
Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (ECM SHCP) prepared in accordance
with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act). We provide this notice to (1)
describe the anticipated action; (2) advise other Federal and State agencies, affected Tribes,
and the public of our intent to prepare a dEIS; (3) announce the initiation of a public
scoping period; and (4) obtain suggestions and information on the scope of issues and
aternatives to be included in the dEIS as well as any other written data, views, or
arguments with respect to the anticipated permit application.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284


mailto:noreply@fedreg.gov

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom

Subject: Re: Scoping - Notice to ECPO

Date: Thursday, February 25, 2016 6:56:08 AM
I will!

On Wed, Feb 24, 2016 at 5:32 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> Wrote:

Ken,

Will you be letting Christian know about the April 121" date? Just making sure we don’t
leave them out. ©

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead

D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and fenn'&tence will conquer aff tﬂnjs
- ﬁenjamz’n Trankyz'n
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Purcell, Adam; Norman. Tia

Subject: RE: Scoping Results

Date: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 8:23:22 AM

Thanks Ken — Adam is out today (Guard duty). How about tomorrow (Thursday) at 9:00 am? If
that’s good I'll send an invite.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 8:07 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam; Norman, Tia

Subject: Re: Scoping Results

Yes, let's set up to have a call when you guys are ready. I'min al day today and tomorrow!

On Tue, Apr 26, 2016 at 9:07 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Good morning Ken. Hard to believe the Scoping period is behind us. Would you like to set
up acall thisweek to discuss the comments and chart the next steps? | am available this
afternoon, anytime tomorrow, and anytime Thursday or Friday except 1-2 pm.

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street
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Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559
Office: 772.469.4284
Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerjy and-  persistence will congquer afl tﬁz’njw
- »Z;enjamin ?ankdfin
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom

Subject: Re: Some more photos...

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2016 2:17:22 PM
Thanks!!

On Thu, Mar 17, 2016 at 1:16 PM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Tom Pride
Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead

D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

www.aecom.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

.fnerjy and’- Joer&z’&tence will conguer alf tﬂnjs
- ﬁenjamz’n ?anffz’n
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From: Christian Spilker

To: "Mcdonald, Kenneth"
Subject: RE: Species additions to the HCP
Date: Friday, March 18, 2016 2:04:08 PM

Thanks Ken. | will confer with the other ECPO members and let you know.

Regards,
&/@WM cS;Q///'%[/

Vice President of Land Management
Collier Enterprises

2550 Goodlette Rd North, #100
Naples, FI 34103

(239)261-4455

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Friday, March 18, 2016 2:01 PM

To: Christian Spilker

Subject: Species additions to the HCP

| recall from the meeting we discussed adding the everglades otter to the species to be covered
(correct meif I'm wrong). | also wanted to bring it to your attention the Service received a
petition for the listing of the Florida Black Bear, today. Will you be adding it, as well?

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and ferai&tence will conquer aff tﬂnjs

- ﬁenjamz’n ?Frankyz'n

This e-mail message isintended only for the individual (s) to which it is addressed and may


mailto:CSpilker@collierenterprises.com
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.



From: Johnson. Bruce

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Subject: RE: Status of updated spatial info?
Date: Monday, May 02, 2016 8:45:24 AM
Hi Ken,

We had started working on the data updates, but we were both pulled away by other
obligations. I’ll be out of town for half of May, so | am thinking a realistic target for data delivery
would be during the week of May 30.

Will that schedule work for you and the EIS contractor?

Thanks,

Senior Scientist

Stantec

300 Primera Boulevard Suite 300
Lake Mary FL 32746-2129
Phone: (407) 710-3379

Cell: (386) 527-8333
Bruce.Johnson@stantec.com

The content of this email is the confidential property of Stantec and should not be copied, modified, retransmitted, or used for any purpose
except with Stantec's written authorization. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies and notify us immediately.

/'@ Please consider the environment before printing this emaiil.

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, May 02, 2016 7:35 AM

To: Johnson, Bruce

Subject: Status of updated spatial info?

Hey Bruce,

With the public comments section closed we're looking to update everything to what's current.
At last communication your team was working on the spatial datato update it and ensure
accuracy. Do you have an ETA when those products will be available?

Thanks,

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

.fnerjy and- Joerﬂ'&tence will conguer alf tﬂnjs
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From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: amber crooks

Subject: Re: Submitting materials with our comment letter
Date: Wednesday, April 13, 2016 1:37:42 PM

Hi Amber,

Thank you so much for attending and speaking! To save time on my end, and to avoid
assumption on my part (that we have materials) it would be helpful if you did send full
reports, data, etc. That way we know the information has made it into our hands (rather than
making a mistake in thinking we already have it when we might not).

To help some on timelines, it may pay to split the difference between comments and
information. The generalized comments you and others are providing will inform our
identification of alternatives that will be studied. The actual data we will use for the study,
though, can come anytime - aslong asit isin our hands prior to our forma commencement of
the studies themselves. Thus, any data, papers, or reports you provide can come later than the
April 25th deadline but | would prefer to have it before June so we can use it, where

appropriate.

Thank you,

Ken

On Wed, Apr 13, 2016 at 1:21 PM, amber crooks <amberc@conservancy.org> wrote:

Hi Ken,

Great job hosting the meeting last night. | wanted to ask about the comment letter drafting. |
saw in some materials a date of 04/24 and in the federal register notice the comment period
including 04/25. Just wanted to make sure we had the right date in mind.

Additionally, | wanted to ask about submitting studies or other data. Would it be helpful not
just to have citations, but to also pass along the actual report as an attachment? Some things
you may have already and some you might not. Let me know what you prefer.

Thanks again!

In Kind Regards,
Orber Crookes

Amber Crooks, Senior Natural Resources Specialist


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:amberc@conservancy.org
mailto:amberc@conservancy.org

Conservancy of Southwest Florida
1495 Smith Preserve Way

Naples, FL 34102

(239)262-0304 ext. 286

amber c@conservancy.org
WWW.conservancy.org

CONSERVANCY
= of Southwest Florida

OUR WATER, LAND, WILDLIFE, FUTURE

Protecting Southwest Florida' s unique natural
environment and quality of life...now and forever.

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and Jaenn'&tence will conquer aff tﬂnja
- ﬁenjamin ;F‘rank‘ﬁ'n
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From: Hinzman, Roxanna

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Subject: Re: Summary of scoping period actions
Date: Monday, March 28, 2016 3:43:07 PM
thanks

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288
roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Mon, Mar 28, 2016 at 2:14 PM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
Let me know if thisworks:

The Service is preparing a draft Environmental |mpact Statement (dEIS), as required by the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), regarding the proposed 152,124 acre Eastern
Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP). The Service will hold an open-

house public scoping meeting at 5:00 pm, Tuesday, April 12, 2016 at the University of
Florida/Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences Collier County Extension Building,
14700 Immokalee Road, Naples, Florida. There will be an additional inter-agency scoping
meeting from 10:00 am — 12:00 pm, Tuesday, April 19, 2016 to inform partners and
stakeholders about the HCP and opportunities to comment during the dEI'S scoping period.
The inter-agency online meeting can be accessed at:

https://intercall.webex.com/intercall/].php?M TID=m9633eb376ab1993b2926dc365{ff223e
Meeting number: 593 525 539

Audio connection: 1-866-203-6896 Call-in toll-free number
Conference Code: 968 574 2310

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559
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Office: 772.469.4284
Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: jennifer hecker

To: "Mcdonald, Kenneth"; amber crooks
Subject: RE: Thank you
Date: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 11:00:02 AM

Thank Ken, glad to meet you and look forward to working with you more. We will set up a meeting
to bring our growth management director over to go over RLSA program in more depth once we get
a date that works for all. Also, please never hesitate to contact us if we can be of assistance and let
us know if you ever get into our neck of the woods! Thanks, Jennifer

Director of Natural Resource Policy
Conservancy of Southwest Florida
1495 Smith Preserve Way

Naples, FL 34102

(239) 262-0304 x250 office

(239) 961-1900 cell

(239) 262-5872 fax

CONSERVANCY
e of Southwest Florida

OUR WATER, LAND, WILDLIFE, FUTURE

Protecting Southwest Florida' s unique natural environment
and quality of life...now and forever.

WWW.conservancy.org

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2016 10:16 AM

To: jennifer hecker; amber crooks

Subject: Thank you

Hello,

| just wanted to thank you for coming to our office and meeting with us last week, and to make
sure you have al of my contact information (below). Theinsight you've provided will be
invaluable as | move forward reviewing the Eastern Collier HCP. Feel free to reach out at
anytime.

Thank you,

Ken

Kenneth McDonald
Fish & Wildlife Biologist


mailto:jenniferh@conservancy.org
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:amberc@conservancy.org
http://www.conservancy.org/
http://www.conservancy.org/

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Traxler, Steve
Subject: Re: The HCP and the LCC
Date: Wednesday, March 02, 2016 7:50:05 AM

Thursday will work. I'll give you a heads-up before dropping by your office.

On Fri, Feb 26, 2016 at 7:20 AM, Traxler, Steve <steve_traxler@fws.gov> wrote:
Ken:

| wasintraining all week. Areyou around this afternoon? If not | will be in next Thursday
and open all day accept 10-11 and 2-3.

Steve Traxler

Peninsular Florida LCC Science Coordinator
US Fish & Wildlife Service

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL.

Phone: 772-469-4265

Cell: 772-532-6537

On Thu, Feb 25, 2016 at 10:11 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonal d@fws.gov>
wrote:
Good morning Steve,

| was wondering when might be a good time for you and | to get together to discuss the
Eastern Collier HCP in the context of the LCC? I'm available this afternoon if you're
around.

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
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1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559
Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From:
To:

Christian Spilker
Mcdonald. Kenneth

Subject: Re: The NOI has been published!

Date:

Friday, March 25, 2016 8:18:15 AM

Fantastic! Have a great Easter weekend.

Regards,

Christian Spilker
Vice President of Land Management
Collier Enterprises

On Mar 25, 2016, at 8:04 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth _mcdona d@fws.gov> wrote:

Follow the link below:

https:.//www.federalregister.gov/articles/2016/03/25/2016-06792/draft-
environmental -impact-statement-eastern-collier-multi-speci es-habitat-
conservation-plan-collier

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerj}/ and Jaeren'eftence will conquer afl tﬁ;’njw
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This e-mail message isintended only for the individual (s) to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.


mailto:CSpilker@collierenterprises.com
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2016/03/25/2016-06792/draft-environmental-impact-statement-eastern-collier-multi-species-habitat-conservation-plan-collier
https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2016/03/25/2016-06792/draft-environmental-impact-statement-eastern-collier-multi-species-habitat-conservation-plan-collier
https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2016/03/25/2016-06792/draft-environmental-impact-statement-eastern-collier-multi-species-habitat-conservation-plan-collier
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Hinzman, Roxanna

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Ken Warren; Constance Cassler
Subject: Re: The Spanish-language page is live
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2016 8:49:51 AM

That is excellent! Thanks!

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288

roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Wed, Mar 30, 2016 at 7:18 AM, Mcdonad, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>
wrote:

Tom Pride emailed me to let me know the Spanish language mirror page for the Eastern
Collier HCPislive. A link on the website page brings users to a Spanish language version
of everything we have in English. This should extend our reach into affected communities
during scoping.

http://easterncollierhcpeis.com/

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Warren, Ken

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Roxanna Hinzman; Constance Cassler
Subject: Re: The Spanish-language page is live
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2016 9:52:54 AM
That's fantastic!

On Wed, Mar 30, 2016 at 7:18 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov>

wrote:

Tom Pride emailed me to let me know the Spanish language mirror page for the Eastern
Collier HCPislive. A link on the website page brings users to a Spanish language version
of everything we have in English. This should extend our reach into affected communities

during scoping.

http://easterncollierhcpeis.com/

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax; 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

.fneryy and.- fem*i&tence will conguer afl tﬁ;’an

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

- aZ;enjamin ?nmfﬁ'n

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any

college or professional degree." - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Les Alderman

Cc: Hinzman. Roxanna; Foster, Victoria; Constance Cassler
Subject: Re: Threatened and Endangered Plants

Date: Friday, April 22, 2016 11:06:46 AM

Thank you Lesfor your comment. Again you raise areally good issue we should be taking a
closer look at!

Ken

On Fri, Apr 22, 2016 at 10:13 AM, Les Alderman <|esa@pantherconservation.com> wrote:

Again, many thanks for the opportunity to participate.

Les

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov
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From: Onorato, Dave

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Land, Darrell

Subject: RE: Transportation Impacts to Florida Panther

Date: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 4:07:21 PM
Attachments: Downsetal Panther Wildlife Crossings 2013 TGIS.pdf

McClintock et al Panther RK popest JAppEcol2015.pdf

Ken:

I’'m certainly happy to help any way | can. |'ve attached a few papers that may assist with some of
your questions, although I'm not sure it gets at the impact of future road development within the
primary zone, which as you mention, has the potential to impact the panther population. You may
be thinking of a GIS Risk Layer | compiled for the McClintock paper. | know this was recently
discussed by David and Darrell Land.

I've cc’d Darrell on this email as he is actually on the PRIT transportation subteam and may have
some additional perspective to add. But, perhaps a call is in order at some point to see how we can
assist you? Please let us know.

Regards

Dave

Dave Onorato- Associate Research Scientist
Florida Panther Project

Fish and Wildlife Research Institute

Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission
298 Sabal Palm Road, Naples, FL 34114 USA
239-417-6352 (voice)

239-417-6361 (fax)

Florida Panther Net

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 10:11 AM

To: Onorato, Dave <Dave.Onorato@MyFWC.com>

Subject: Transportation Impacts to Florida Panther

Good morning Dave,

David Shindle indicated you're the go-to person when it comes to transportation impacts to
Florida Panther. I'm currently reviewing the Eastern Collier Multiple-Species Habitat
Conservation Plan and it's already clear to us the impact changes in transportation activity and
infrastructure in the action area on Florida Panther, likely to be indirectly caused by potential
residential and commercial development, are a significant concern we need to address while
preparing an Environmental Impact Statement and subsequent Biological Opinion.


mailto:Dave.Onorato@MyFWC.com
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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Strategically Locating Wildlife Crossing Structures for
Florida Panthers Using Maximal Covering Approaches

Joni Downs,* Mark Horner,' Rebecca Loraamm,* James Anderson,*
Hyun Kim* and Dave Onorato®

*Department of Geography, Environment, and Planning, University of South Florida
*Department of Geography, Florida State University

*Department of Geography, University of Tennessee-Knoxville

SFlorida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission

Abstract

Crossing structures are an effective method for mitigating habitat fragmentation and reducing wildlife-
vehicle collisions, although high construction costs limit the number that can be implemented in practice.
Therefore, optimizing the placement of crossing structures in road networks is suggested as a strategic
conservation planning method. This research explores two approaches for using the maximal covering
location problem (MCLP) to determine optimal sites to install new wildlife crossing structures. The first
approach is based on records of traffic mortality, while the second uses animal tracking data for the
species of interest. The objective of the first is to cover the maximum number of collision sites, given a
specified number of proposed structures to build, while the second covers as many animal tracking loca-
tions as possible under a similar scenario. These two approaches were used to locate potential wildlife
crossing structures for endangered Florida panthers (Puma concolor coryi) in Collier, Lee, and Hendry
Counties, Florida, a population whose survival is threatened by excessive traffic mortality. Historical
traffic mortality records and an extensive radio-tracking dataset were used in the analyses. Although the
two approaches largely select different sites for crossing structures, both models highlight key locations in
the landscape where these structures can remedy traffic mortality and habitat fragmentation. These appli-
cations demonstrate how the MCLP can serve as a useful conservation planning tool when traffic mortal-
ity or animal tracking data are available to researchers.

1 Introduction

Forman (2000) estimated that up to 20% of wildlife habitat in the U.S. is impacted by close
proximity to roads. While transportation right-of-ways do provide suitable habitat to some
species (Forman and Alexander 1998), the presence of roadways and other transportation net-
works, such as railways, usually negatively impacts animal populations. The effects of trans-
portation networks on wildlife are far-ranging and include: habitat loss from new
construction, soil erosion and hydrological flow alteration as a result of increased impermeable
surfaces (Reid and Dunne 1984), disturbance caused by noise (Arisz 2005, Reijnen et al.
1997), habitat fragmentation that can restrict movements and isolate populations (e.g. Bienen
2007, Cameron et al. 1995, Clark et al. 2001, de Maynadier and Hunter 2000, Shepard et al.
2008), and the occurrence of wildlife-vehicle collisions.

Address for correspondence: Joni Downs, Department of Geography, Environment, and Planning, University of South Florida, 4202 E
Fowler Avenue, Tampa, FL 33620, USA. E-mail: jdowns@cas.usf.edu

Acknowledgements: The authors express thanks to staff at Big Cypress National Preserve and Everglades National Park for their hard
work in assisting with the collection of telemetry and mortality data on Florida panthers. We also thank Darrel Land for his earlier review
of this manuscript.
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Wildlife-vehicle collisions are a major human health and safety risk not only in the U.S.
but across the globe (Bruinderink and Hazebroek 1996, Inbar et al. 2002, Dussault et al.
2006, Jones 2000, Orlowski and Nowak 2004, Ramp et al. 2006). Wildlife collisions are a
concern, because they often cause injury or death to vehicle passengers (Bashore et al. 1985,
Biggs et al. 2004, Iverson and Iverson 1999) and result in considerable property damage
(Finder et al. 1999, Mastro et al. 2008). However, collisions can also be a significant source of
mortality for wildlife. Collisions with moose, elk, deer, bear, and other large mammals are the
best documented, perhaps due to the abundance, size, and damage potential of these species
(Braden et al. 2008, Farrell and Tappe 2007, Garrett and Conway 1999, Hubbard et al. 2000,
Waller and Servheen 2005). Mortality caused by collisions is also well documented for a
variety of smaller species, including other mammals (Clevenger et al. 2003, Fehlberg and
Pohlmeyer 1993, Ford and Fahrig 2007, Orlowski and Nowak 2006, Philcox et al. 1999),
birds (Orlowski 2005, Orlowski and Siembieda 2005), reptils and amphibians (Carr and
Fahrig 2001, Eigenbrod et al. 2008, Langen et al. 2007, Roe et al. 2006, Sillero 2008), and
insects (Elzanowski et al. 2009, Rao and Girish 2007). Collision-caused mortality is a particu-
lar conservation concern for endangered animal populations that are already at risk of extinc-
tion (Cook and Daggett 1995, Ferreras et al. 1992).

As transportation networks impose a variety of ecological impacts on animal populations,
and also pose risks to human health and safety, research has focused on developing strategies
for reducing these conflicts. While preventative measures such as fencing, warning signs, and
other deterrents have been shown to reduce collisions in some situations (Cramer et al. 2006,
Knapp 2005, Putman 1997), wildlife crossing structures — which allow animals to safely pass
over or under roads — are a preferred solution since they can mitigate habitat fragmentation in
addition to reducing roadway mortality (Cramer and Bissonette 2005, Kintsch et al. 2006).
Crossing structures are typically implemented in locations where there is a known habitat dis-
connect, or where hot-spots of collisions occur as determined from accident reports or road-
kill surveys (Clevenger 2005, Krisp and Durot 2007). However, Clevenger (2005) noted that
strategic planning and integration of crossing structures into transportation systems is gener-
ally lacking. Proper siting of crossing structures is essential, because their placement deter-
mines wildlife utilization (Ruediger 2001). Additionally, since high construction costs limit the
number of structures that can be implemented in practice, strategic landscape planning efforts
should aim to identify potential crossing structure locations that yield the greatest conserva-
tion benefits given limited expenditures.

Downs and Horner (2012) suggested that location modelling can offer one approach for
strategically siting wildlife crossing structures. Facility location models developed in operations
research are widely used in GIS to strategically site facilities and other types of infrastructure.
While there are many variants (see Revelle et al. [2008] and Murray [2010] for reviews), facility
location models are designed to select the best locations for new facilities from a set of candidate
sites by mathematically optimizing an objective function that is subject to any distance or other
constraints. In the context of crossing structures, Downs and Horner (2012) developed two sets
of spatial models for locating these facilities with the objective of connecting discrete, isolated
habitats that are fragmented by roads. The first set of models minimizes the number of crossing
structures required to connect all habitat patches in a landscape. The second set maximizes inter-
patch connectivity given a fixed number of structures to locate. While these approaches are
useful when target species occupy small isolated patches, they are not applicable for landscapes
with more continuously distributed habitat where roads divide relatively large tracts of land. As
such, this article describes alternative spatial modelling approaches that are based on collision
records and animal tracking data rather than habitat configurations.

© 2013 John Wiley & Sons Ltd Transactions in GIS, 2014, 18(1)
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Specifically, the maximal covering location problem (MCLP) (Church and ReVelle 1974)
is proposed as a method to strategically site wildlife crossing structures. Two approaches are
used. The objective of the first is to ‘cover’ the maximum number of observed collision sites
given the locations of existing structures and a specified number of proposed new structures.
The second utilizes animal tracking data, rather than collision records, and attempts to cover
as many animal locations as possible under a similar scenario. The models are explored in the
context of locating potential crossing sites for endangered Florida panthers in three counties of
Southwestern Florida. The goal is to identify optimal locations for future panther crossing
structures under a variety of planning scenarios. The remainder of the article is organized as
follows. Section 2 outlines the maximal covering approach and describes how it can be used to
site wildlife crossing structures in road networks. Section 3 applies the model to locate cross-
ing structures for Florida panthers. Finally, Section 4 discusses the limitations and applicability
of this approach in the context of both panther recovery and GlScience in general.

2 Maximal Covering Approach for Siting Wildlife Crossing Structures

The maximal covering location problem (MCLP) was originally described by Church and
ReVelle (1974). The MCLP sites a specified number of facilities such that the selected facilities
‘cover’ as much demand as possible given each facility’s potential service area. For example,
the MCLP can be used to site hospitals such that they cover the largest amount of people
within their service radii. The MCLP has been used to locate facilities in numerous urban and
environmental planning situations. For example, this approach has been used to determine
optimal locations for nature reserves (Church et al. 1996, Gerrard et al. 1997), health care
facilities (Rahman and Smith 1995), ambulances and other emergency vehicles (Asiedu and
Remsel 2009, Erdemir et al. 2010, Lim et al. 2011), businesses and many other types of public
and private facilities (Chung 1986). The MCLP approach can be extended to site wildlife
crossing structures in road networks based on patterns of either traffic mortality or observed
animal locations. Herein, the goal was to select locations for crossing structures that cover the
maximum number of either mortality or location data points.

The MCLP can be formulated as a linear integer programming problem using the follow-
ing notation from Daskin (1995):

INPUTS: h;=demand at location i
p = ff number of facilities to locate
a; =1 if candidate facility j can cover demand at location j; 0 otherwise

MAXIMIZE: Y hz, )

SUBJECT TO: 2 aX;—Z, >0 Vi 2)
j

X =p 3)

X],- =1if facility j is selected; 0 otherwise Yi (4)

Z; =1if demand at node i is covered; 0 otherwise Vi (5)

Here, the objective function (1) maximizes the amount of demand covered by selected
facilities. Constraints (2) ensures that for every demand node i, the demand is only covered if a

© 2013 John Wiley & Sons Ltd Transactions in GIS, 2014, 18(1)
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Figure 1 Sample roadway with wildlife traffic kills and potential crossing structure locations

facility capable of covering that demand is selected by the model. In other words, if all a; = 0
for node i are zero for the selected facilities, then the decision variable z; is forced to also equal
zero and not contribute to the objective function. In practice, values for a; are determined
based on the proximity of the demand locations to the candidate facilities. Proximity can be
measured in any number of ways, such as Euclidean or network distances. Constraint (3)
specifies the p number of facilities the user wishes to locate. Finally, binary integer bounds
(integrality conditions) are specified for decision variables X; (4) and Z; (35).

Figure 1 illustrates the first approach for siting wildlife crossing structures using a simple
example with six collision sites along a road network. Here, each collision location is considered
a demand point. For all points, the demand is equal to 1, since each represents mortality for a
single animal. Then, potential crossing structure locations are identified along the roadway. In
this case, candidate sites are arbitrarily defined every 250 m along the road and labeled A
through H. If each crossing structure can cover a 250 m distance of roadway in either direction,
then the MCLP for p = 1 can be written as shown in Table 1. This table displays the list of equa-
tions as coded in standard linear programming (Ip) format, including the objective function
(MAXIMIZE), constraints (SUBJECT TO), and bounds (BINARIES). Once the equations are
written in that manner, the problem can be solved using optimization software. These ‘solvers’
use various search algorithms to find the optimal solutions. The sample problem from Figure 1
was solved using the commercial optimization package ILOG C-PLEX (IBM Corp). The output
yields the values for the objective function and the decision variables, X; and Z.. In this scenario,
the problem yields an objective value of 3, where Xp =1, Z; =1, Zs = 1, and Zs = 1, with all
other decision variables equal to zero. In other words, candidate location D is selected as the
single crossing structure, and it covers three collision sites — numbers 3, 4, and 5. This solution is
intuitive, since location D is the only candidate site capable of covering three collisions and
therefore provides the maximal amount of coverage. In the scenario of locating two crossing
structures, then, candidate locations D and A are selected. They cover five collision sites in total,
numbers 1 through §. Finally, if a third crossing structure is added — either G or H — then all
crossing sites are covered for an objective value of 6. Adding additional crossing structures
would not increase the value of the objective, since all six collision sites are already covered.

Similarly, Figure 2 illustrates the second scenario where the goal is to site crossing struc-
tures such that they cover as many animal tracking data points as possible. This example uses
the same road network and potential crossing structure locations as Figure 1, although here 35
tracking data points represent possible demand locations. If we assume a 1,000 m coverage
distance (represented as dotted circles), then 22 of the 35 points are in need of coverage. Note
that coverage distances are expressed using Euclidean, or straight-line, distances in this sce-
nario. While in the first example distances between potential structures and collisions were
measured according to lengths along the roadway (i.e. network distances), Euclidean distances

© 2013 John Wiley & Sons Ltd Transactions in GIS, 2014, 18(1)
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Table 1 Formulation of the MCLP for the scenario depicted in Figure 1

MAXIMIZE
lz1+1z2+1z3+1Z 4+1z25+1z2_6

SUBJECT TO

IX A+OX B+OX C+0x D+OX E+OX F+OX_ G+OX H-z1>=0
IX A+IXB+OX C+0Ox D+OX E+OX F+OX G+OX H-z2>=0
OX A+OXB+Ix C+IXD+OX E4+OX F+OX G+OX H-z3>=0
OX A+OXB+Ix C+IXD+OX E4+OX F+OX G+OX H-z4>=0

OX A+OX B+OX C+IX D+HIX E+OX F+OX_G+OX_H-2z_5>=0

OX A+OX B+OX C+OX D+OX E+OX F+IX G+IX H-z6>=0

XA+XB+X C+X O+X E+X F+X G+X H=1
BINARIES

z 1
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END

are used in this case, since tracking data points occur both on and off roads. In this case, cov-
erage is specified according to the maximum distance that each crossing structure is expected
to attract usage by wildlife. For example, solving the MCLP for p = 1 crossing structure yields
an objective value of 12 where structure D is selected for construction; twelve tracking points
occur within a 1,000 m radius of D, more than for any other candidate structure. If two struc-
tures are sited, then locations D and G are selected and cover a combined 18 tracking points.
Three sites (D, G, and B) can cover 21 tracking points, while four (D, G, B, and F) can cover
all 22. Similar to the first scenario, adding additional crossing structures would not increase
the value of the objective, since all coverable tracking points are already served by four struc-
tures. The next section explores both of these approaches in the context of siting crossing
structures for Florida panthers.

3 Locating Crossing Structures for Florida Panthers

The Florida panther (Puma concolor coryi) inhabits forest, wetland, and grassland habitats in
southwestern Florida (Benson et al. 2008, Comiskey et al. 2002, Cox et al. 2006, Onorato
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Figure 2 Sample roadway with wildlife tracking data and potential crossing structure locations

etal. 2011). This federally endangered large carnivore (Federal Register 1967) persists in a
single, isolated population of 100-160 individuals (FWC 2010). Florida panthers occupy
large home ranges, often hundreds of square kilometers in size (Belden et al. 1988, Kautz
etal. 2006, Land et al. 2008), and habitat fragmentation is a major conservation concern
(Meegan and Maehr 2002, Onorato et al. 2010). Since individuals can travel large distances
in a diel period, roads pose a major threat to the population (Janis and Clark 2002, Schwab
and Zandbergen 2011), and vehicle collisions have been documented as a significant source of
panther mortality (Buergelt et al. 2002, Onorato et al. 2010, Taylor et al. 2002). Wildlife
crossing structures have been implemented on some major roadways in an attempt to reduce
traffic mortality and improve habitat connectivity within the panther’s breeding range. Use of
these structures by Florida panthers is well documented and studies have demonstrated reduc-
tions in traffic mortality rates after installation (Foster and Humphrey 1995, Jansen et al.
2010, Lotz et al. 1997). Although crossing structures have proven beneficial to the Florida
panther, they are expensive to implement — on average $4 million plus $85/m of fencing
according to 2008 pricing (Onorato et al. 2010) — and construction has been limited to a
narrow region of southwestern Florida. Therefore, if only a limited number of crossing struc-
tures can be built in the future, it will be important to delineate candidate locations that can
provide the greatest conservation benefit.

3.1 Study Area and Data

Three counties in southwestern Florida that comprise the largest portion of the Florida
panther’s current breeding range were included in the study: Lee, Hendry, and Collier
(Figure 3). This area includes a large proportion of protected land, including the 107 km?
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Figure 3 Location of Lee, Collier, and Hendry Counties in Florida

Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge, 2,950 km? Big Cypress National Preserve, and
portions of Everglades National Park. Spatial data layers documenting the locations of county
boundaries, major roads, and existing wildlife crossing structures and associated lengths of
fencing (updated as of 2010) were obtained from the Florida Geographic Data Library
(FGDL) (http://www.fgdl.org). Panther-vehicle collision data from 1979-2010 were obtained
from a detailed database of panther mortality maintained by the Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission (FWC). This updated dataset was previously analyzed by Buergelt
et al. (2002) and Taylor et al. (2002) and is also archived by FGDL. Figure 4 illustrates the
locations of the collisions with respect to major roads and the existing wildlife crossing struc-
tures in the three-county area. Approximately 86% (132 of 153) of the state-wide collisions
occurred within the study area. Forty-six crossings have been built in this area to reduce
panther mortality. They are primarily found along Interstate Highway 75 and State Road 29 in
Collier County. Only five collisions are mapped within 250 m of a crossing structure, and all
of these occurred during the 1980s on Interstate 75 before crossing structures were built.
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Figure 4 Locations of major roads, existing crossing structures (crosses), panther traffic kills (black
circles), and radio-telemetry locations (grey dots) in the study area

While some crossings were placed near known panther traffic kills, most were placed at strate-
gic points in the landscape (old logging trams, uplands, etc.) where panther movements
between high quality habitats were previously documented or expected. A detailed description
of the structures and their usage by panthers is provided by Foster and Humphrey (1995) and
Jansen et al. (2010). A panther utilizing one of these structures is illustrated in Figure 5. Addi-
tionally, an extensive aerial VHF radio-tracking dataset was obtained from FWC, also illus-
trated in Figure 4. For the three study area counties, there are 41,644 locations for 94 unique
panthers. Methods used to collect the data for each individual three times per week are
detailed in Land et al. (2008), FWC (2010), and NPS (2009). We used the entire time spans of
collision and tracking data in order to include areas that are both currently and historically
important to the species.
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Figure 5 A Florida panther utilizing a crossing structure

3.2 MCLP Applications
3.2.1 Collision-based approach

Since the majority of panther-vehicle collisions occurred in locations without crossing struc-
tures, future collisions might be prevented by constructing additional ones in problematic
areas. The MCLP was used to find strategic locations for any new structures to be built within
the three-county region. The MCLP for the collision-based approach was solved using seven
different coverage distances: 500, 750, 1,000, 1,250, 1,500, 1,750, and 2,000 m. These dis-
tances can be assumed to represent the length of fencing — which prevents panthers from cross-
ing — installed along the roadway on each side of the structure. For each coverage distance
scenario, the model was solved for all values of p until all collisions were covered. First, candi-
date sites were identified along the major roads in the counties. This was accomplished by
dividing the road network into segments approximately 0.15 km in length. The nodes, or end-
points, of these segments served as candidate locations. Then, locations of existing crossing
structures were joined to the network layer so the coverage they provide (as determined from
fencing lengths) could be included in the model. Next, network distances between each candi-
date or existing crossing structure () and each collision (i) were computed using a commercial
GIS package, TransCAD v. 5.0 (Caliper Corp.). These measurements were used to determine
the collisions each facility could cover based on the specified coverage distances (i.e. a; in
Equation 2). These distance values were exported from the GIS as a text file. Then, a custom
C++ script was written to read in the text file and output a new file with the MCLP for the
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scenario in Ip format. The Ip file contained the equations described in Section 2, along with an
additional set of constraints that required existing crossing structures to be included in the
model result. These constraints were written by setting X; = 1 for all j representing existing
structures. Finally, the lp files were solved using ILOG C-PLEX, with the results imported back
into GIS for visualization.

3.2.2 Tracking-based approach

Since a large proportion of the Florida panther population has been consistently tracked over
the years, these data provide an opportunity to site crossing structures in areas known to be
frequented by the panthers. Here, the MCLP was applied using the radio-tracking dataset pre-
viously described with the same road network and candidate locations as for the first scenario.
The MCLP was solved using one coverage distance of 1,000 m for p = 1 to p = 8 facilities;
these distances and numbers of facilities were selected for brevity and to make the results most
comparable to the emphasized output from the first scenario. First, GIS was used to reduce the
tracking dataset to include only locations within 1,000 m of a major road; this yielded 4,032
coverable demand points. Next, Euclidean distances between each candidate or existing cross-
ing structure () and each tracking point (i) were computed using TransCAD GIS. Finally, the
same processing, scripting, and solving procedures as for scenario one were used to obtain and
map the results.

3.3 Results
3.3.1 Collision-based approach

The resulting objective values for the MCLP applications for siting Florida panther crossing
structures are summarized in the trade-off curves in Figure 6 and recorded in Table 2. The
value for p = 0, or no new structures, indicates the number of collisions covered by existing
facilities. For example, if an effective coverage distance of 1,000 m is assumed, then existing
structures only cover 15 collisions. The trade-off curves illustrate the total number of collisions
that are covered with the construction of each additional structure. For instance, if the
1,000 m coverage distance scenario is explored, constructing one new facility can cover eight
more collisions for a total of 23, while a second can cover an additional seven for a total of
30. By examining the curves, it is evident that the number of collisions covered by each added
crossing structure diminishes as the collision sites become more spatially dispersed from one
another. For example, in the same coverage scenario, the third and forth structures cover four
collisions each. Once eight structures are built, only three collisions are covered by each new
structure. By the time 11 and 24 structures are sited each serves only two or one, respectively.
Similar trends are observed for the remaining coverage distances.

In addition to the number of collisions covered, the MCLP output includes the specific
structures selected by the model. For example, Figure 7 maps the top eight crossing structure
locations for the 1,000 m coverage distance scenario. The first structure (i.e. solution for p = 1)
is located on State Route 29 (SR-29). It is located north of four existing crossing structures
built on the same road segment in Collier County. The second is also located in Collier County
but on US-41, a highway without any existing crossing structures. The third is located on
County Road (CR)-846 in Hendry County. The fourth is sited on SR-29, between CR-846 and
CR-858, a road segment which has no existing crossing structures. The fifth is also located on
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Figure 6 Trade-off curves for solutions of the MCLP for the collision-based approach

SR-29, along an unfenced portion of roadway between two existing structures. Remaining
sites include Interstate 75 (I-75) and CR-846 in Collier County as well as CR-832 in Hendry
County.

The curves can also serve as a reference guide in terms of the number of structures
required to meet specific conservation goals for each coverage distance. For example, 69 struc-
tures are required to cover all collisions at the 1,000 m threshold. If coverage of 50% of the
collisions is desired, then the appropriate number of covered collisions — 66 in this case — can
be determined for each scenario; 22 additional crossings would be needed assuming a 500 m
threshold, 15 for 1,000 m, 10 for 1,500 m, and nine for 2,000 m. Likewise, a threshold can be
specified in terms of the minimum number of collisions a new structure must protect in order
to be built. For example, if each crossing structure must cover at least four collisions to be
considered worthwhile, then the number of crossing structures to implement in a study area
can be determined. In this case, the ideal number of crossing structures selected for installation
would be between two and nine, depending on the specified coverage distance. This type of
strategy would be useful in situations where planners decide it is economically infeasible to
build structures that do not provide a large enough conservation benefit.

3.3.2 Tracking-based approach

Solving the MCLP with the radio-tracking data as demand points identifies different locations
for crossing structures than the collision-based approach when using a similar distance of
1,000 m for up to eight new facilities (Figure 8). Existing crossing structures protect nearly
half of the telemetry data near roadways (2,008 of 4,032 points), indicating they are well-
placed with respect to known panther movements. The addition of one new structure — located
in an unfenced area between two structures on SR-29 — can cover 131 points (from 19 unique
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Table 2 Number of panther mortality sites covered by p number of crossing structures using cover-
age distances of 500 to 2,000 m

500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
P m m m m m m m P m m m m m m m
0 8 12 15 17 20 20 22 43 9 99 106 114 116 119 123
1T 14 19 23 25 27 27 29 44 91 100 107 115 117 120 124
2 19 25 30 32 33 34 35 45 92 101 108 116 118 121 125
3 22 29 34 37 38 39 40 46 93 102 109 117 119 122 126
4 25 32 38 42 43 44 45 47 94 103 110 118 120 123 127
5 28 35 41 47 48 49 50 48 95 104 111 19 121 124 128
6 31 38 44 51 52 54 549 9 105 112 120 122 125 129
7 34 4 47 55 56 58 60 50 97 106 113 121 123 126 130
8 37 44 50 59 60 62 64 51 98 107 114 122 124 127 131
9 40 47 53 62 63 66 68 52 99 108 115 123 125 128 132
10 13 50 56 65 66 69 72 53 100 109 116 124 126 129
11 45 52 59 68 69 72 75 54 101 110 117 125 127 130
12 47 54 61 71 72 75 78 55 102 111 118 126 128 131
13 49 56 63 73 74 77 81 56 103 112 119 127 129 132
14 51 58 65 75 76 79 84 57 104 113 120 128 130
15 53 60 67 77 78 81 86 58 105 114 121 129 131
16 55 62 69 79 80 83 88 59 106 115 122 130 132
17 57 64 71 81 82 85 90 60 107 116 123 131
18 59 66 73 83 84 87 92 61 108 117 124 132
19 61 68 75 85 86 89 94 62 109 118 125
20 63 70 77 87 88 91 9 63 110 119 126
21 65 72 79 89 90 93 98 64 111 120 127
22 67 74 81 91 92 95 100 65 112 121 128
23 69 76 83 93 94 97 102 66 113 122 129
24 7 78 85 95 96 99 104 67 114 123 130
25 72 80 87 96 98 101 105 68 115 124 131
26 73 82 89 97 99 102 106 69 116 125 132
27 74 83 90 98 100 103 107 70 117 126
28 75 84 91 99 101 104 108 71 118 127
29 76 85 92 100 102 105 109 72 119 128
30 77 86 93 101 103 106 110 73 120 129
31 78 87 94 102 104 107 111 74 121 130
32 79 88 95 103 105 108 112 75 122 131
33 80 89 9% 104 106 109 113 76 123 132
34 81 90 97 105 107 110 114 77 124
35 82 91 98 106 108 111 15 78 125
36 83 92 99 107 109 112 116 79 126
37 8 93 100 108 110 113 117 80 127
38 8 94 101 109 111 114 118 81 128
39 86 9 102 110 112 115 119 82 129
40 87 96 103 111 113 116 120 83 130
41 8 97 104 112 114 117 121 84 131
42 89 98 105 113 115 118 122 85 132
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Figure 7 Top eight (numbered) selected crossing structure sites for the collision-based approach

panthers). The second structure, located on a segment of CR-858 that lacks crossing struc-
tures, can cover 127 (13). The third and fourth structures, covering 96 (19) and 78 (10)
points, are also located in the unfenced area among existing structures on SR-29. The fourth,
which was ranked first using the collision-based approach, is the only location selected by both
models. The fifth and sixth protect 77 points each (10, 14) and are both located on CR-839.
The seventh is located on 1-75, just west of an existing crossing structure, and covers 51 (9)
points. Finally, the eighth structure is sited on CR-858, 2 km west of the second selected site,
and covers an additional 40 (8) points for a total of 2,762, or 69% of the coverable telemetry
points.

4 Discussion and Conclusions

The results of this research illustrate how maximal covering approaches can be used to strate-
gically site wildlife crossing structures based on spatial patterns of animal-vehicle collisions or
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Figure 8 Top eight (numbered) selected crossing structure sites for the tracking-based approach

radio-tracking data. While other authors (e.g. Clevenger 2005, Krisp and Duret 2007) have
proposed similar strategies based on mapping hotspots of traffic mortality (see Ramp et al.
2005, 2006), the main advantage of applying the MCLP is that the results explicitly identify
the best locations for crossing structures — in rank order — as well as directly quantify the
number of demand sites that can be protected by each additional structure under different cov-
erage scenarios. Since funding to build new crossing structures is often difficult to encumber,
the associated costs are most effectively incorporated into road building or widening projects
during their initial planning stages as opposed to retrofitting crossings into existing roads
(Onorato et al. 2010). Knowing the locations of priority crossing sites in advance of road con-
struction projects invariably improves the likelihood that wildlife and funding issues will be
assessed, and the maximal covering approaches described in this article can be used to identify
location in early planning stages.

In the context of endangered Florida panthers, these maximal covering approaches identi-
fied a number of sites for placing new crossing structures given the locations of ones already
installed within the study area. While these results can be used to develop a strategy for siting
future crossing structures in Florida, there are a number of important issues — from both GIS
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and ecological perspectives — that need to be considered before any site selections are finalized.
First, and perhaps most importantly, the output is directly dependent on the quantity and
quality of information used in the analysis, and the results must be evaluated or ground-
truthed by experts familiar with the sites before any construction is recommended. In this case
study, the inputs included publicly available GIS layers representing major roads, existing
crossing structures with associated fencing, traffic mortality locations, and panther tracking
data. While this information was sufficient to apply the MCLP to generate two ranked lists of
priority crossing structure locations, there are other factors that might assist with planning
decisions. Examples might include the monetary or environmental costs influenced by topogra-
phy, road properties, habitat or soil conditions. For example, constructing a structure on a
major interstate — like I-75 — would entail larger costs and more logistical issues than one con-
structed on a county road. Although the coverage models could be weighted according to these
or other factors (see Amaldi et al. 2008, Farhan and Murray 2006, Oxendine et al. 2012),
other site-specific factors are also relevant and can ultimately determine the success of a wild-
life crossing project. As such, the following paragraph provides an on-the-ground assessment
of the sites selected to identify any practical considerations before any model results are used
to make planning recommendations for Florida panther conservation.

The proposed structure on SR-29 ranked first based on collisions and fourth based on
tracking data, suggesting it as the highest priority site overall. An assessment of on-the-
ground conditions finds that fencing stops almost abruptly at the existing crossing structure
approximately 2 km to the south. Since this northern stretch of roadway is currently unpro-
tected, it is an ideal place for an additional crossing structure, as it is located in prime panther
habitat and has been a site of repeated collisions. However, the first and third priority sites
according to the tracking model — located between existing structures immediately south of
the area just discussed — are less of a priority than their ranks suggest. In particular, there is a
canal on one side of the road and intermittent fencing recently installed on the other side, and
these in combination provide a current barrier to panther movements. Much of this fencing
was not included in the GIS database, as it is not directly connected to the existing crossing
structures. Another issue presented by the two sites on CR-839, ranked fifth and sixth by the
tracking-based approach, is that while this road is included in the data layer for major roads,
in reality it is a dirt road that receives very little traffic; as such, it is not in need of urgent
protection. However, of note is that the latter of these sites is in very close proximity to the
site on US-41 that the collision-based model identified as rank two. This adds further support
to the US-41 location, which already has been discussed as a candidate site by conservation-
ists in Florida. Our on-the-ground assessment of this and the remaining sites selected by the
models suggests they are viable candidates for future crossing installations. In particular, the
tracking-based model suggests a problematic area on CR-858, where it selected the second
and eighth ranked sites. In practice, one crossing structure with extended fencing might be
adequate to protect this segment of road, which also experienced two collisions, and our
results suggest it is a high priority location. Other important sites include two on CR-846,
two on SR-29, two on I-75, and one on CR-832. Interestingly, a least cost pathway analysis
(Lundqvist 2007) based on habitat configurations predicted that movements of Florida pan-
thers are likely to intersect SR-29, CR-846, 1-75, CR-832, and US-41 (Swanson et al. 2008),
further supporting the recommendation for crossing structure installation at these locations.

Beyond the site-specific issues, there are a number of other issues worthy of discussion.
First, in the application for Florida panthers, the MCLP was solved using a range of plausible
coverage distances, ranging from 500 m to 2 km representing fence lengths, without conclud-
ing which value was most appropriate. Wildlife usage of structures increases when fences are
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incorporated into projects, as they can prevent wildlife from traversing the roads on either side
(Mata et al. 2005) of the wildlife crossing. Knowing the length of fencing necessary to maxi-
mize the benefits of a wildlife crossing can improve planning strategies. Spacing of neighbour-
ing panther crossings within the study area is somewhat variable, ranging from approximately
750 m to 8 km. The lengths of fencing associated with these structures are also variable and
include a 64 km section of I-75 with continuous fencing at one extreme. In our case study, we
focused our discussion for the 1,000 m fencing scenario, since it represents about the average
fence length for existing structures. Determination of fencing lengths is critical to the success
of a crossing structure project, as there are both economic and ecologic trade-offs associated
with the decision. From a purely economic perspective, constructing fewer crossing structures
with longer lengths of fencing would be advantageous to constructing a greater number of
structures with shorter fences, as the structures are more costly to implement. However, from
an ecological perspective, fencing can be both beneficial to wildlife — by funneling their move-
ments towards safe passage across roads — and detrimental to their movements by acting as a
physical barrier if the lengths are too long. Ideally, crossing structures should have associated
fencing that facilitates movements of target and non-target species through the crossing struc-
ture but without over-restricting their movements.

In terms of spatial analysis, there are concerns related to the measurement of distances
between the demand points and the candidate crossing structures. The collision-based applica-
tion utilized network distances computed using actual lengths of the road segments instead of
straight-line distances, since the demand points are always located on-network, while the
telemetry-based approach utilizes Euclidean distances, as the points mostly occur off-network.
However, in both cases the MCLP can possibly produce misleading results if the distance
measurements are not used carefully. If the coverage distance specified is relatively too large
for a given road network structure, then it is possible that collisions on different roads (or
telemetry locations separated by multiple roads) can be considered covered by a single struc-
ture. This can create a situation where an animal at one location must actually cross a road to
utilize a crossing structure located on an adjacent road, although the model output considers it
covered since it is within the specified coverage distance (Figure 9). This can be problematic if
the construction of the crossing structure increases movements on an unprotected road
segment. However, this was not a concern in this research as collisions and telemetry points
tended not to be clustered around major intersections and appropriate coverage distances were
specified. In situations where this artifact is problematic, a simple solution is to correct con-
straints in the model to ensure coverage is accurately represented. In this way, crossing struc-
tures can be modeled to cover only demand points on the same segment of road.

A third consideration is that some problem instances have multiple optimal solutions,
especially in the case of the collision-based approach. In other words, for a given scenario,
multiple crossing structures could be selected to achieve the same maximum objective, and the
solver will output one randomly. For example, for the 1,000 m coverage distance, constructing
a third, fourth, and fifth crossing structure each results in the protection of five additional col-
lision sites. So, in terms of selecting the best site for the third structure, there are three possible
locations — all of which contribute the same amount to the objective function. Therefore, if
only a third structure is built, planners might want to further examine the three similar loca-
tions rather than choosing one randomly. For instance, the candidate location that is on
average closest to the collisions, nearest telemetry data points, or nearest to the most recent
collision might be prioritized.

In conclusion, the MCLP described in this article provides a useful planning tool for stra-
tegically locating wildlife crossing structures in road networks. Crossing structures reduce the
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Figure 9 Coverage scenarios for traffic mortality sites located on adjoining roads

harmful, fragmenting effects of roads by enhancing habitat connectivity, which facilitates
animal movements and reduces traffic mortality. The advantage of using the MCLP is that its
output allows planners to objectively choose the best locations for new crossing structures as
well as to quantify the benefits of building each successive facility. This strategy can be used to
help prioritize funds such that the greatest conservation gains can be made with limited
resources.
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Summary

1. Reliably estimating the abundance of rare or elusive animals is notoriously difficult. An
archetypical example is the endangered Florida panther, whose conservation status is intrinsi-
cally linked to population size, but for which reliable abundance information is lacking across
its range. This is due not only to the inherent difficulty of sampling a rare and elusive species
over a large geographic area, but also because of restricted scientific access to private land.

2. Human interactions with wildlife are a regular occurrence, and interactions with
non-scientists constitute an important and underutilized source of information about species
distribution and abundance. For example, motor vehicle collisions with Florida panthers are
recurrent on the vast network of roads within the public and private lands comprising its
range in southern Florida, USA.

3. Capitalizing on a tendency for the public to report collisions with species of concern to
wildlife officials, we describe a novel methodology using public reports along with routine
telemetry monitoring data to produce the first statistically defensible population estimates for
the Florida panther across its entire breeding range. In essence, our approach uses traffic vol-
ume and road density to estimate the probability of motor vehicle collision mortality from
telemetered animals and models counts reported by the public accordingly.

4. Despite low motor vehicle collision mortality probabilities, our methodology achieved
abundance estimates of reasonable precision (29% CV) that was similar to that of previous
panther studies using conventional approaches on much smaller study areas. While recovery
criteria require establishment of three distinct populations of 240 Florida panthers, we found
this single population may never have exceeded 150 individuals from 2000 to 2012.

5. Synthesis and applications. By extracting critical demographic information from underuti-
lized aspects of human-wildlife ecology, our citizen-based approach can cost less than con-
ventional alternatives and could conceivably be used for long-term population monitoring of
other species over broad geographic areas, for example from reports of avian wind farm colli-
sions, beached whales or marine mammal boat strikes. An additional benefit is that it can be
applied to historical data sets of carcass recovery programmes, in our case permitting abun-
dance estimation over a 13-year period.

Key-words: abundance, capture-recapture, citizen science, dead recovery, human-wildlife
ecology, imperfect detection, mark—resight, Puma concolor coryi, risk of collision, telemetry
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large variety of statistical methods have been developed
for estimating the abundance of diverse taxa when detec-
tion probabilities are <1, including capture-recapture and
distance sampling methods (e.g. Williams, Nichols & Con-
roy 2002). Invariably, there are cases where these now-
traditional methods are challenged by ethological (e.g.
reclusive or elusive behaviour), demographic (e.g. rare or
low density), geographic (e.g. remote or large study
areas), morphological (e.g. absence of individually identifi-
able traits) and various other aspects of the natural his-
tory of an animal. This is typically the case for large
carnivores and most threatened or endangered species,
but because management objectives are often centred on
viable population sizes, statistically defensible abundance
estimates remain critical to conservation and recovery
programmes.

There has been some success with deriving population
estimates for rare and elusive wildlife populations using
capture—recapture methods, including both traditional and
spatial approaches (Williams, Nichols & Conroy 2002;
Royle et al. 2009). For example, DNA sampling from hair
snares has been effective for brown bears (Kendall ez al.
2008), while trail cameras have worked for felids with
uniquely identifiable fur coloration patterns (Royle et al.
2009). However, these methods can be prohibitively
expensive and field intensive for abundance estimation
across a large geographic range. Furthermore, for species
that are difficult to sample using hair snares or species
lacking individually identifiable characteristics (e.g. spots
or stripes), these techniques cannot be reliably used to
estimate population size. One such animal is the endan-
gered Florida panther (Puma concolor coryi).

The Florida panther is the only puma subspecies
remaining in eastern North America and has been listed
as endangered under the US Endangered Species Act for
over 40 years (USFWS 2008). Although a species of con-
cern whose conservation status is intrinsically linked to
population size, reliable information about Florida pan-
ther abundance is lacking across its core reproductive
range in southern Florida, USA. Since 1981, Florida pan-
ther movement and survival have been monitored using
telemetry collars (Onorato et al. 2010). Such long-term
monitoring provides valuable demographic data, but
information about panther abundance has been largely
limited to minimum numbers assumed alive (MNA) from
counts based on physical evidence (McBride et al. 2008).
While the MNA method has provided an index for pan-
ther managers to assess changes in the population, such
indices provide no measures of uncertainty, do not
account for variability in detectability or sampling effort
and are clearly underestimates of the actual population
size due to imperfect detection. Furthermore, researcher
access to panther habitat in Florida is largely restricted to
public lands. Of the 1-2 million ha that comprise the
breeding range, 37% were under private ownership
(Kautz et al. 2006). Thus, for the broader geographic
range of the Florida panther, assessing abundance via

either MNA or capture-recapture will invariably exclude
extensive tracts of private lands that are inaccessible to
panther biologists.

Despite efforts to reduce the impacts of anthropogenic
disturbance associated with roadways intersecting private
and public lands, collisions with motor vehicles remain
the major source of documented mortality for the Flor-
ida panther (Onorato et al. 2010; see Fig. 1). To take
advantage of this source of data that is already collected
as part of routine monitoring, we propose a novel meth-
odology that capitalizes on a tendency for the public to
report motor vehicle collision mortalities (MVMs) to
government agencies for prominent species of concern,
such as the Florida panther, to estimate abundance at a
much larger scale than is possible using conventional
methods. Using a combination of data sources, including
MVMs reported by the public and routine telemetry
monitoring data, we produce the first statistically rigor-
ous estimates for the population size of the Florida pan-
ther across its entire breeding range from 2000 to 2012.
Our case study highlights one of many potential ways by
which hitherto underutilized aspects of human-wildlife
ecology can be exploited to produce defensible inferences
about species distribution and abundance over broad
geographic areas.

Materials and methods

Our approach shares some similarities with so-called mark-re-
sight methods (White & Shenk 2001), where a telemetered (or
marked) subset of the target population is used to estimate detec-
tion probability and adjust counts of unmarked individuals
accordingly. However, the key distinctions to our approach are

Fig. 1. This 4-5-year-old male Florida panther was found along State
Road 29 in Collier County, Florida, USA, on 1 July 2002. Wildlife
officials determined the cause of death to be vehicle collision. Photo
credit: David Shindle.
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as follows: 1) detection probability is not the probability of cap-
turing or sighting a live individual, but rather the probability of a
reported MVM; and ii) counts of unmarked individuals are
obtained from MVMs reported to wildlife officials by the public.
In the same spirit as dead recovery models of survival probability
(Brownie et al. 1985) or carcass recovery models of mortality rate
(Bellan er al. 2013), the statistical challenge lies in reliably esti-
mating the probability of a reported MVM.

THE MVM MODEL

We assume the number of marked individuals alive in the study
area is known during the period of interest for abundance esti-
mation. Such ‘known-fate’ data typically rely on capture events
where marked individuals are fitted with transmitters that allow
the location and survival of each individual to be closely moni-
tored (Williams, Nichols & Conroy 2002). We divide the study
period into S seasons, each consisting of 7 (s = 1,...,S) distinct
sampling periods. For ease of exposition, we will initially
assume the population is geographically and demographically
closed within each season (with the exception of losses due to
MVMs). If MVM public reporting rates are <100%, this does
not pose a significant problem because the known fates of the
marked individuals enable estimation of the probability of a
reported MVM.

Assuming the marked population is representative of the
unmarked population with respect to MVM and public reporting
probability, we can modify the logit-normal mark-resight model
likelihood (McClintock & Hoeting 2010; McClintock et al. 2013)
to accommodate MVMs. Letting y,,; = 0 indicate marked indi-
vidual i was not a MVM during sampling period ¢ of season s,
Vs = 1 indicate marked individual i/ was a reported MVM, and
Vi = 2 indicate marked individual i/ was determined by officials
to be a MVM event, but this MVM was not independently
reported to officials by the public, then

s

L(y,uld,r,U) = ﬂH

s=1 1=1

M
H Categorical(yy, i; 051, rj_,,‘[)]

i=1

1
x Binomial <us‘,; Us — Zux,k, 6&,7&,> eqn 1
k=1

where
1- q.s\t‘iaf‘t,i ifys,l.i =0

‘].\',r,iS.\',r,irx.t.i ify.v,r,[ =1
qm,ia&:zj(l - Vs-.zj) ify.v.z.i = 27

Categorical(yx,l,ﬁ 65,t,i: rs,r,i) =

uy, is the number of reported MVMs for unmarked individuals,
¢s.; =1 is an indicator for whether individual i was alive and
marked at the beginning of period 7 (g,,;, = 0 otherwise), M is
the total number of unique individuals that were alive and
marked at the beginning of at least one sampling period during
the study, d;,; is the probability of MVM for marked individual
i, ry,; is the probability of the public reporting a MVM for
marked individual i, and Uy is the unmarked population size dur-
ing season s. For a randomly selected individual from the popula-
tion, we have &, = E;(8,,;) and 7y, = Ei(ry,;). Whenry,, = 1 V i,
abundance at the end of each season is derived as
Ny =351 — > i Vst + Us — Z,TZI us,;. When ry,; < 1 for any
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i, the model instead provides a derived estimate of abundance
at the beginning of the season: N;= M+ U, where
M,=>", I(E,T:\1 ¢s.i > 0) is the number of animals known to be
alive and marked at the beginning of season s, and /() is the
indicator function.

Clearly, accurate estimation of MVMs and reporting probabili-
ties from the marked population is critical to reliable estimation of
abundance. This can be facilitated through the identification and
collection of appropriate explanatory covariates for the MVM
reporting process, such as temporal, environmental, behavioural or
social factors. The logit link can be used to model §;,; or r,,; as a
function of covariates, for example logit(3;,;) = x| B+ 2,2,
where x; , is a vector of covariates common to all individuals during
period ¢ of season s, z,,;1s a vector of k individual-level covariates,
and B and a are corresponding vectors of regression coefficients.
The expected MVM and reporting probability can then be calcu-
lated by the k-dimensional integral, for example
85 = /. logit ™ (& B + Za)f(z)dz, where f{) is the joint probability
density (or mass) function for the individual-level covariates.

In the absence of geographic and demographic closure (e.g.
due to movement, recruitment or non-MVM mortality), our
approach can be used to estimate the ‘open’ population size using
the study area during the period of interest. This is accomplished
by incorporating additional states based on the known fates and
locations of the marked individuals. For example, suppose demo-
graphic closure is violated within seasons due to ‘natural’ (non-
MVM) mortality. Although underutilized in wildlife studies,
instantaneous rates are commonly used in fisheries science to
model competing sources of mortality sensu the Baranov catch
equation (Baranov 1918; Hoenig er al. 1998). If we let y,,; =3
indicate marked individual i was a natural mortality and assume
instantaneous mortality rates are constant within sampling peri-
ods, we can modify eqn | to accommodate both MVM and
natural mortality:

T M
L(.Vv M|D, r, P¢ U) = H H Categorical(y:,t,ﬁ DS,I,[7 Fs tis Ps,l,i)
s=1 =1 [i=1
I~ A = -
. . Dy {1 — —Z )}
xBinomial | u,; Us — Z Us sl exﬁp( sa) o eqn 2
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where

Categorial (vyi; D1, Fs.tis Posi)
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8,40
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s,
Py {1 — exp(—Zy.: .
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Dy ,; is the instantaneous MVM rate, P;,; is the instantaneous
natural mortality rate, Z,,;= D,,;+ Py, Dy, = Ei(Dsy),
PS.’, = E,‘(P_w,,') and Zs,t = Ei(DS,”' + PSJ.,') = D}J + PS,I~

The population using the study area each season is then
derived as Ny = M, + U,. The instantaneous mortality rates can
be modelled as functions of covariates using the log link function:
for example, log(Ds,;) = ¥, B+2,,,2 and Dy, = [ exp(x, B+
Za)f(z)dz.
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APPLICATION TO THE FLORIDA PANTHER

We used data collected within the breeding range of Florida pan-
thers, which is restricted to <12 600 km? of available habitat in
south Florida (Kautz et al. 2006; Land ez al. 2008; Onorato et al.
2011). The study area is bordered by the Caloosahatchee River to
the north, Florida Bay to the south and the urban areas of
Miami-Fort Lauderdale and Naples-Fort Myers to the east and
west, respectively (Fig. 2). While the breeding range of panthers
within the interior of south Florida has a lower density of roads
in comparison with the metropolitan areas along the coastline,
there are still numerous state, county and local roads that pan-
thers must cross with regularity. One major U.S. interstate high-
way (I75) transects the core of panther habitat by connecting
Fort Lauderdale and Naples. A 40-mile stretch of this interstate
that runs through prime panther habitat has been fitted with con-
tinuous high fencing and 36 underpasses specifically built or
retrofitted for wildlife (Lotz, Land & Johnson 1997; Onorato
et al. 2010). This has undoubtedly reduced the number of road
mortalities that would have been expected to occur on this high-
speed roadway. Despite these efforts, and the construction of
wildlife underpasses for panthers in other areas of south Florida,
MVM remains the major cause of mortality for panthers docu-
mented by agency personnel.

Based on known-fate data for marked panthers and public
reports of MVMs for both marked and unmarked panthers, our
goal is to estimate the adult and subadult (>1 year old) male and
female population sizes of the endangered Florida panther across
its breeding range from 2000 to 2012. We relied on two sources
of data collected by Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commission (FWC) and National Park Service biologists. The
first data source came from panthers that were captured and ra-
diocollared with VHF transmitters (methods described elsewhere;
Land et al. 2008; FWC 2013). Location data for the marked (i.e.
radiocollared) panthers were collected during routine aerial moni-
toring flights three times per week (Land et al. 2008). Whenever
a radiocollar emitted a mortality signal, researchers would

quickly locate the carcass and determine the cause of death (e.g.
intraspecific aggression, disease, MVM, unknown). Thus, the
number of marked individuals alive in the study area was known
during the entire study period. Of the many causes of panther
mortality, MVM is arguably the easiest to identify based on char-
acteristic traumatic injuries and the location of the carcass. We
are therefore confident that mortalities identified as MVMs were
not actually the result of an alternate cause of death and that
unknown causes of death were not actually MVMs.

The second source of data was MVMs of both marked and
unmarked panthers reported by the public to agency personnel
from 2000 to 2012 (Fig. 3). Officials would dispatch to the site to
confirm the validity of any report as soon as possible, and 94
unmarked MVMs were reported and confirmed within the study
area. The vast majority of marked MVMs (13 individuals) were
reported to agency personnel by the public. There were three
exceptions where marked MVM carcasses were located through
aerial telemetry and removed from the roadside by agency per-
sonnel prior to public reporting. Given the location of two of
these carcasses when recovered, we believe these carcasses would
have eventually been reported to agency personnel. One carcass
of a marked MVM was located some distance from the roadway
and would not have been found without the assistance of the ra-
diocollar signal. Thus, for the purposes of this analysis, we trea-
ted 12 of the 13 marked MVM events as if they had been
reported by the public.

MVM events occur year-round in the breeding range of the
Florida panther. We divided our data into S = 13 seasons corre-
sponding to the 2000-2012 calendar years. We further subdi-
vided each season into 2-month sampling periods (hence 7 = 6
for s=1,...,13). Clearly, the population was not closed to
recruitment, movement or non-MVM mortality within each sea-
son; this necessitated estimation of the population size using the
breeding range each year as in eqn 2. However, because it does
not explicitly account for movement or recruitment processes,
we note that this ‘open” model is an approximation (but see
Discussion).
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Fig. 2. Delineation of the breeding range
it of the Florida panther in southern Florida,
g Miami USA. A 40-mile stretch of U.S. Interstate
/ 75 has been fitted with wildlife underpasses
and continuous high fending to reduce
wildlife road mortalities on this high-speed
roadway. Squares represent radiocollared
panther capture locations, circles with
crosses represent motor vehicle mortalities
(MVMs) of radiocollared panthers, and
km  dark circles represent MVMs  for
unmarked panthers.
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Radiocollars could fail at any point during the study (e.g. due
to battery life), so we considered individuals with functional
transmitters as ‘marked’ and those without functional transmit-
ters as ‘unmarked’. An additional complication was that marked
individuals were introduced to the population from within-season
capture events (primarily during the winter months). We there-
fore modified eqn 2 to accommodate the addition of marked
individuals from within-season marking events as well as sex-
dependent parameters (see Appendix S1).

Out of M, = 64 males and M, = 76 females marked for some
period during the study, 12 were reported MVMs, 1 was an unre-
ported MVM, and 63 were ‘natural’ (i.e. non-MVM) mortalities.
A naive estimate for the bimonthly MVM probability across
the entire study is therefore 13/(31, 329, 25:1 ZZ”I Gos.ti)
=0-007 (SE = 0-002). Similar to other panther studies (Sollmann
et al. 2013), the sparseness of our data limited the complexity of
covariate models for the parameters (P ;i Dg s 1in I'q,5.r.i a0d Uy ).
We investigated simple additive models with combinations of
sex, age (on log scale), age at initial capture (on log scale),
bimonthly sampling period and year effects on P, ,; and Dy, .
To explain the MVM process, we developed an ‘index of risk’
covariate for D,,,; based on traffic volume and road density
(see Appendix S2). We also investigated models with no sex,
temporal or individual covariates (hereafter ‘constant’ models),
as well as an age by sex interaction model for P, ,; Only a sin-
gle unreported marked individual MVM was observed; hence,
only constant models for ry,,; were included (i.e. rg ,; =71).
With relatively few unmarked individual MVMs reported each
year (Fig. 3), we suspected yearly effects on U, could be
numerically unstable, imprecise and overly sensitive to relatively
small fluctuations in u,,,. We therefore investigated more parsi-
monious models on log(U,,), including constant, linear, qua-
dratic and cubic trend models. To examine whether the male
and female unmarked populations sizes were similar each year,
we also included models that constrained U, = U,.

We standardized continuously valued individual covariates and
assumed they are (approximately) normally distributed with mean
and variance calculated from the marked individuals: for exam-
ple, with a time-invariant individual
log(Dygri) = X, B+zj2  and Dy, = 7 exp(x), B+ 272
N(z")dz* = exp(xy, B +2), where zi =22 o=1/MYY 2,
2 =1/(M=1)"Y (z;—.)* and N() is the standard normal
density.

single covariate  z;,

Marked male

«© - B Unmarked male
Marked female
O Unmarked female
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2002 2004
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Year

2008 2010 2012

Following the recommendation of Doherty, White & Burnham
(2012), we ran all possible combinations of covariate models for
MVM rate (Dg,,;), natural mortality rate (P,,,;), unmarked
adult male abundance (U;,) and unmarked adult female abun-
dance (U,,). We evaluated the support for each model using
Akaike’s information criterion (AIC,) adjusted for small sample
sizes (Burnham & Anderson 2002). Population estimates and
unconditional variances for each season were model-averaged
based on AIC. weights, with 95% logarithm-transformed confi-
dence intervals calculated based on a r-distribution with
PRI 252,:1 ZIZ“, Qosti+23% Ty = 2135 degrees of free-
dom. All analyses were performed in R (R Core Team 2013)
using maximum likelihood methods, and variances for derived
parameters were approximated using the delta method. Data and
R code to perform our analysis are provided in Data SI.

Results

With 9% of the AIC. weight, the best-supported model
included the risk covariate and bimonthly variability in
MVM rate (Dg;,,), an age by sex interaction on natural
mortality rate (Pg,,), a (log scale) quadratic trend model
for the unmarked male population (U, ) and a (log scale)
linear trend model for the unmarked female population
(U,,). The estimated bimonthly reporting probability (r,,)
from this model was 0-93 (SE = 0-07). This model esti-
mated lower MVM rates from July to October and
greater MVM rates in late spring (May to June) and early
winter (November to December), with D, ,; increasing
with our risk covariate (Fig. 4). Sex- and age-dependent
estimates for natural mortality rate (P,,,,) from this
model are reported in Appendix S3.

There was considerable model selection uncertainty
across the 1905 fitted models, but 98% of the AIC, weight
was allocated to models including the risk covariate on
MVM rate and an age by sex interaction on natural mor-
tality rate (see Appendix S4). With a model-averaged logit
regression coefficient B = 0.75 (SE = 0-03) for the risk
covariate, we found overwhelming evidence that MVM
rate increases as a function of road length and AADT
volume within a panther’s home range. We found no evi-
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Fig. 4. Minimum AIC, model estimates of bimonthly motor vehi-
cle mortality (MVM) rate for Florida panthers from 2000 to 2012
as a function of the standardized index of risk covariate. The
standardized index of risk covariate had an observed range from
-0-8 (lowest risk) to 4-9 (highest risk) for marked panthers.

dence for constant, sex, age or yearly effects on MVM
rate. There was some uncertainty about the best model
for MVM rate, with 62% of the AIC, weight allocated to
models for D, ,,; that included both risk and bimonthly
variability, but the primary source of model selection
uncertainty was attributable to the unmarked population
trend models. For males, quadratic (46% of AIC, weight),
linear (34%) and cubic (18%) trend models received the
most support. For females, linear (38%), constant (29%),
quadratic (20%) and cubic (13%) trend models received
the most support. We found virtually no AIC. support
for models with year-dependent effects on unmarked
abundance, with 0-1% and 0-0% of the AIC, weight for
males and females, respectively.

Model-averaged abundance suggest an
increasing then stabilizing adult male panther population
and a slightly increasing or stabilizing adult female pan-
ther population from 2000 to 2012 (Fig. 5). However,
with an average annual coefficient of variation of 29%
(SE = 0-01), these changes in population size from 2000
to 2012 were not statistically different based on 95% con-
fidence interval overlap. Although confidence intervals do

estimates

S-a Females
w

x Males
o | o Total

Q7 « MNA

Abundance

T T T T T T 1
2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012
Year

Fig. 5. Annual estimates for the subadult and adult (>1 year old)
Florida panther population size using the breeding range from
2000 to 2012. Separate estimates are provided for male and
female populations. Total counts for the minimum number
assumed alive (MNA) based on physical evidence (McBride et al.
2008) are included for comparison.

not suggest a difference between the annual population
estimates for males and females, we found little support
for the constrained models assuming equal unmarked
population sizes for males and females (16% of total
AIC, model weight).

Discussion

We have capitalized on a tendency for the public to
report MVMs of species of concern to estimate the popu-
lation size of an endangered animal that has heretofore
been impossible due to logistical constraints commonly
encountered for rare, cryptic and broad-ranging species.
In addition to public reporting of MVMs, our methodol-
ogy relies on routine telemetry monitoring that allows the
location and survival of a marked subset of the popula-
tion to be closely followed, thereby allowing estimation of
MVM and reporting probability. By relying on the public
for sampling the unmarked segment of the population,
our methodology comes at little additional cost to ongo-
ing telemetry studies. By relying on the broad network of
roads throughout the breeding range of the Florida pan-
ther, we demonstrated how our approach facilitates sam-
pling of a much larger geographic area that would
otherwise be impractical or inaccessible (e.g. private land)
for researchers using more expensive and field-intensive
alternatives that rely on live capture or cameras for sam-
pling the unmarked segment of the population (e.g. Soll-
mann et al. 2013). For rare and elusive species that are
very difficult to sample using conventional methods, we
believe this framework holds much promise for producing
defensible estimates of abundance (and its uncertainty)
from limited and unconventional sources of data.

Our approach shares some similarities with mark—
resight methodology (e.g. White & Shenk 2001). Similar
to mark-resight, the most fundamental assumption of our
approach is that marked individuals are representative of
the entire population in terms of MVM probability,
MVM reporting probability and natural survival proba-
bility. This assumption is often violated in standard
mark-resight studies whenever there is individual varia-
tion in sighting probabilities and the marked population
is selected based on sightability (McClintock & Hoeting
2010). This was not the case for our study because the
marked population was established through capture
events (not MVM events). Random or systematic sam-
pling of individuals for marking is difficult to achieve in
practice, but efforts can be made at the design stage to
help achieve a suitably representative sample. In our case,
marked panthers were captured within the large parcels of
public lands that support panthers throughout the breed-
ing range. In terms of MVMs and natural survival rates,
we have no reason to suspect our marked animals differed
from unmarked individuals beyond the individual varia-
tion that can be explained by factors such as age, sex and
risk covariate. If panthers maintained very small home
ranges and were always marked near roads with high
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MVM risk (or within protected areas with low MVM
risk), then this could induce bias in our abundance esti-
mator. Although panthers were marked on public lands
that tend to have fewer roads than private lands, marked
panthers did not obey these boundaries (i.e. they were fre-
quently observed on private land).

It is conceivable that the presence of a telemetry collar
could affect the MVM reporting rate. A motorist who
strikes a collared panther could be more likely to report
the incident in the interest of science, but could also be
less likely to report out of (unfounded) fear of recrimina-
tion. Given the volume of motor vehicle traffic on the
roads of southern Florida and the prominence of pan-
thers with the public, we would only expect different
MVM reporting probabilities for marked panthers if
motorists were consistently attempting to hide marked
carcasses from view. We presently have no evidence in
support of such a scenario. Because we had no reason to
suspect otherwise, MVM reporting probability was
assumed to be constant over time. Although we consid-
ered models that included both bimonthly and annual
variation in MVM rate, the best-supported models
assumed no annual variation. This may be explained by
the sparseness of the data.

By relying on a representative sample of marked indi-
viduals selected independently of the sighting process,
mark-resight methods do not require that the area
searched be the entire study area (Bowden & Kufeld
1995). Individual variation in MVM probability (e.g. due
to road density) does not induce bias in abundance point
estimates, but if not accounted for, its uncertainty can be
underestimated. We therefore used a surrogate for sam-
pling intensity (i.e. road length and traffic volume) to help
explain individual in MVM probability.
Although annual road length and traffic volume data
were unavailable for our study, it could be important to
account for temporal trends in these covariates for long-
term population monitoring. For example, if human

variation

development and population growth leads to increases in
road density and traffic volume in some areas during the
course of a study, so too may the MVM risk for individu-
als with home ranges that include these areas.

Given the sparseness of the panther MVM data, we
found overwhelming support for (log scale) trend models
on the unmarked population sizes. We found the most
support for increasing linear or quadratic trend models
for the unmarked male population and increasing linear
trend or stable models for the unmarked female popula-
tion. Although these trend models proved more parsimo-
nious and yielded more stable estimates than the most
general year-dependent models, the biological interpreta-
tion of these models requires additional care. Trend mod-
els on the unmarked population size can only be
interpreted as the overall population trend if the number
of marked individuals remains relatively constant or is a
small proportion of the total population. The number of
marked panthers in our study was relatively constant due
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to similar winter capture efforts each year, with the num-
ber of marked males ranging from 10 to 17 per year
(median = 13, SD =2.3) and the number of marked
females ranging from 10 to 25 per year (median = 20,
SD = 4.9).

We made several modifications to the ‘closed’ popula-
tion model (eqn 1) to accommodate a lack of demo-
graphic and geographic closure within each year of the
panther study. However, our ‘open’ model for the panther
population using the study area each year is still approxi-
mate because it does not explicitly account for the within-
year movement or recruitment processes. For example, an
unmarked individual recruited to the adult population in
November is (incorrectly) treated as if it had been present
for the entire year by our approximate likelihood. A sin-
gle marked male permanently emigrated north of the
breeding range, but we did not observe any temporary
emigration on or off the breeding range by marked pan-
thers. Given that panthers persist as a single, isolated
breeding population in south Florida, we had little to no
concern about potential biases induced by immigrants
moving into the study area from another population.
However, we investigated the potential biases induced by
within-season in situ reproduction through simulation
experiments. We found our approximate likelihood per-
formed well for a realistically simulated population under
similar sampling conditions to the panther study, with
negligible bias (-0.1%) and near-nominal 95% confidence
interval coverage (92-1%) of open population abundance
(see Appendix S5).

Because the panther population was not closed, the
population using the study area each year is clearly larger
than the actual population within the study area at any
given point in time. Our open population estimates are
therefore inappropriate for inferences about panther den-
sity. Lack of geographic closure can be readily handled
under our framework to produce estimates suitable for
density (McClintock & White 2012), but natural mortality
and in situ reproduction pose additional challenges for
estimating population density. It may be possible to uti-
lize auxiliary demographic information to estimate pan-
ther density using post hoc analysis or integrated
population modelling (e.g. Conn et al. 2008); this is the
focus of additional research.

In eqns 1 and 2, we effectively assume that carcasses
persist long enough to be reported with nonzero probabil-
ity during the sampling period in which the MVM event
occurred. All reported MVMs for marked panthers
occurred within days of the MVM event, and given the
size of the carcasses, the persistence rate of panthers on
roadways is likely to be very high. However, this may not
be the case for smaller species or other carcass recovery
programmes. Unreportable carcasses arising from removal
(e.g. due to scavenging) or degradation (e.g. due to
decomposition) result in r being redefined as a combined
‘persistence and reporting’ probability in eqns 1 and 2,
but this is not a problem for abundance estimation
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because all unmarked encounters consist of carcasses that
both persisted and were reported. For example, the esti-
mator does not necessarily need to distinguish unreported
MVMs that were intact but obscured behind roadside
vegetation from those that were dragged off the roadway
by scavengers (but it is certainly possible to do so). How-
ever, when reporting rates are low and the duration of the
sampling period is short relative to carcass persistence,
then our modelling approach may not be appropriate
because we assumed that mortality events occurred during
the sampling period in which they were observed.

MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS FOR THE FLORIDA
PANTHER

Our Florida panther abundance estimates suggested the
adult population has increased across its core reproductive
range over the past decade, with possible stabilization in
recent years. Despite low MVM probabilities, we achieved
an average coefficient of variation of 29%. This precision
is reasonable and similar to other panther studies (Soll-
mann et al. 2013). However, our model-averaged confi-
dence intervals were still too large to conclude there were
significant increases in population size from 2000 to 2012.
Furthermore, upper confidence interval bounds in later
years (e.g. 509 panthers in 2012) exceeded population esti-
mates we believe could be supported within the breeding
range of the Florida panther. These higher upper bounds
are likely an artefact of a low MVM probability, which
was about 0-04 (SE = 0-01) annually during our study.
Although we chose to let these data ‘speak for themselves’,
additional model structure could incorporate information
about the carrying capacity of the breeding range.

Perhaps most informative are the estimated lower
bounds for the annual population estimates for the pan-
ther breeding range. As expected, we consistently found
the lower bounds exceeded MNA counts based on physi-
cal evidence (see Fig. 5), but our annual population esti-
mate generally follows the same trend as the MNA
method through the course of the study period. Progress
associated with recovery of critically endangered animals
should preferably rely on conservative measures of popu-
lation estimates or lower bounds, especially when data are
sparse due to the challenges of monitoring rare species
(Miller & Waits 2003; Mills 2007). Our estimated lower
bounds indicate this single population may never have
exceeded 150 individuals between 2000 and 2012. As part
of the recovery criteria for the Florida panther, three dis-
tinct populations of 240 individuals must be established
before delisting. Two distinct populations of 240 individu-
als must be maintained for two panther generations
(12 years) to downlist the subspecies to threatened.
Although our results do not support a change in listing
status for the Florida panther based on these established
recovery criteria, they do suggest that management initia-
tives (e.g. genetic restoration, wildlife underpasses and
corridors) to this point appear to be working. Our

rmethodology can be continually applied on an annual
basis at little additional cost and could help alert manag-
ers if the population appears to be declining, stabilizing
or continuing to increase.

A novel methodology recently introduced by Chandler
& Royle (2013), which we refer to as spatial mark—resight,
was recently investigated for estimating Florida panther
density using trail cameras (Sollmann e al. 2013).
Although very useful and promising, the estimates of Soll-
mann et al. (2013) were limited to 2 years on a relatively
small study area (241 km?) on public land. Even if access
to private lands was unrestricted, it would likely be pro-
hibitively expensive and field intensive to continuously
monitor panther density over its entire range using spatial
mark-resight. In addition to routine telemetry monitoring,
spatial mark-resight incurs substantial camera, field vehi-
cle, fuel, battery and labour costs. Our approach utilizes
data that are already collected as part of routine monitor-
ing, and its costs are therefore negligible in comparison.
However, we ultimately believe the most precise and cost-
effective approach for continued monitoring across the
entire breeding range of the Florida panther will combine
all sources of available information (e.g. spatial mark—
resight and mark—recapture, MVM, telemetry, recruitment
data) in a spatially explicit integrated population model
(e.g. Chandler & Clark 2014).

Our abundance model was developed for historical data
that were originally collected for purposes other than pop-
ulation size estimation. Despite a sparse data set, we were
able to obtain useful information about abundance of
panthers while accounting for imperfect detection. This is
a substantial improvement compared to indices of abun-
dance derived from uncorrected minimum counts (e.g.
MNA). Should researchers wish to pursue our methodol-
ogy for other species as a less expensive means for long-
term population monitoring, we suggest a focus on
improving precision by devoting additional resources to
maintaining a relatively large pool of marked (i.e. radio-
collared) individuals in their focal population. Sample
sizes for unmarked individuals could also potentially be
increased through awareness campaigns encouraging the
public to report encounters with wildlife. Of course, there
are cost-benefit trade-offs that practitioners must consider
when attempting to increase sample sizes under this
framework.

Although initially developed for the Florida panther, our
methodology is not limited to this particular species or
aspect of human-wildlife ecology. Because it relies on citi-
zen-based science, our technique could be adapted for any
population that is encountered by a reporting public and
contains a subset of closely monitored marked individuals.
Harvested populations are an obvious example, although
these studies will typically have sufficient recovery data to
support more complicated modelling approaches than pro-
posed here (e.g. Conn et al. 2008). Other examples include
reports of avian wind farm collisions, beached whales or
marine mammal boat strikes, which conceivably could be
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utilized under this framework for long-term population
monitoring over broad geographic areas.
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Appendix S1. Modified likelihood

For our Florida panther study, an additional complication was that marked individuals were
introduced to the population during within-season capture events (primarily during the winter
months). We therefore modified Eq. 2 to accommodate the addition of marked individuals from

within-season marking events as well as sex-dependent parameters:

T 2 M, g

s
L(y,u|D,r,P,U) = 1_[ l_[Categorlcal(ygstl,Dgstl,rgstl,Pgstl)

s=1 t=1 g=1| i=1

< S « 5g,s,t{l - eXp(_Z_g.S.t)}fg.S.t>

X Binomial

Ugsts Ugs — z Ugsk — Mgt Z
k=1 gsit

where g € {1,2} respectively corresponds to male and female, g, .; = 1 is an indicator for
whether individual i of sex g was >1 year old, alive, within the breeding range, and with a
functional transmitter at the beginning of period t during season s (qg,s,; = 0 otherwise), ug ; is
the total number of adult unmarked reported MV Ms within the breeding range for sex g, and
myor = Y=ol (X5 ag,s. i = 0)1(qg,sk,: = 1) is the cumulative number of newly marked
individuals from within-season marking events for t = 2, ..., T (with mg ; ; = 0). In some
instances, individuals were newly marked at <1 year old or marked individuals were released as
adults from captivity; these individuals were not included in calculating my , . if they were not a
member of the within-season adult unmarked population at any point prior to release. We derive
the total population sizes using the breeding range during each yearas Ny = My + Uy s —

myg .- The total population size using the breeding range was then calculated as Ng = Ny ¢ +

N, ¢, with variances derived using the Delta method (Casella & Berger 2002).
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Appendix S2. Index of risk covariate

To explain the MVM process, we developed an “index of risk” covariate for Dy s ;. We
calculated 95% fixed kernel home ranges using the plug-in smoothing parameter in R (R Core
Team 2013) for all 140 radiocollared panthers from telemetry location data collected during
2000-2012. These home ranges were merged in ArcGIS 9.3 (ESRI, Redlands, CA, USA) and the
resulting shapefile was divided into 1 km? grid cells. A road layer with attribute data delineating
the average annual daily traffic (AADT) volume was intersected with this shapefile as a mixture
of state and county traffic data. This road layer was further processed by deriving attribute data
for total length of road and average AADT volume within each 1 km? cell of the shapefile. Each
cell within the study area was subsequently weighted based on the proportion of telemetry

locations within each cell to calculate an overall index of risk for each individual (risk;):

C;

. _ nai+'1 (Aai_'#A Lai_'#L>
risk; = E o + )
Z : n;; + Ci 04 oy,

c=1 j=1

where C; is the number of 1 km? cells completely or partially encompassed within the estimated
95% fixed kernel home range for marked individual i, n. ; is the number of telemetry locations
for individual i in cell ¢, A, ; is the mean AADT value in cell ¢, L. ; is the total length of road in
cell ¢, u, and y,, are the average AADT and road length values across all cells in the study, and
o, and g;, are the respective standard deviations. Segments of roads with high fencing and
wildlife underpasses (e.g., U.S. interstate highway 175) were omitted from calculations for our
index of risk.
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Appendix S3. Natural mortality rates
Estimates for the age- and sex-dependent natural mortality rate (Pg,s,t,i) based on the minimum-

AIC. model are reported in Fig. S1. While no significant trend was found for males, females
exhibited an increasing natural mortality rate with age. These estimates are consistent with

previous studies of Florida panther survival (Benson et al. 2011).
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Fig. S1. Age- and sex-dependent natural mortality rate (Pg,s,t,i) from the minimum-AIC; model.

Lighter-shaded lines indicate 95% confidence bands.
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Appendix S4. Model selection

Table S1. AIC.; model selection results for Florida panther abundance based on motor vehicle

mortalities (MVM), including AIC. model weights (w) and number of parameters (K). Presented

models accounted for top 95% of AIC. model weight and included constant (.), linear trend (T),

quadratic trend (T2), cubic trend (T3), bimonthly sampling period (time), risk, and age by sex

(age*sex) covariate models for unmarked male population abundance (U,), unmarked female

population abundance (U,), MVM rate (D), and natural mortality rate (P). All models assumed

a constant MVVM reporting probability (). Models assuming similar male and female unmarked

population sizes are indicated by U; = U,.

Model AIC, ) K

T T2 T3 time risk age*sex
U, Ui D D P 1005.2 0.09 17
U, U; D D P 1005.5 0.08 16
Uy, U, D D P 1005.9 007 16
U, U, D D P 1006.1 006 15
U, Uy D P 1006.2 0.06 12
U, U, D P 1006.5 005 11
U, = U, D D P 1006.8 004 15
Uy, U, D P 1006.9 004 11
U;, U, D D P 1007.0 0.04 18
U, U, D P 1007.1 0.04 10
U, = U, D D P 1007.2 003 14
U, U, D D P 1007.3 0.03 18
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Appendix S5. Simulation study

We conducted a simulation study to investigate the properties of our approximate open
population model for Florida panther abundance. Mimicking the panther study, we generated

S = 13 seasons of data, where each season was divided into T, = 6 (s = 1, ..., S) sampling
periods. Starting with an initial population size of N; = 115 subadults and adults (=1 year old),
we allowed for a lack of demographic closure through "natural™ (i.e., non-MVM) mortality and

recruitment within seasons. Demographic inputs were derived from the recent literature. We

assumed a 1:1 sex ratio and derived a natural mortality rate P;, = 1 — (0.857)§ = 0.025 based
on annual estimates reported by Benson et al. (Benson et al. 2011). Based on estimates from
Hostetler et al. (Hostetler et al. 2010; Hostetler et al. 2012), we derived an annual recruitment
rate of 0.362 1-year-olds per female from in situ reproduction. To mimic a "birth-pulse” in late
spring, we apportioned this annual recruitment rate to each sampling period based on litter
counts from den visits since 1992 (D. Onorato, unpublished data). For each sampling period, this
yielded 1-year-old recruitment rates of hg; = 0.06, hy, = 0.10, hg3 = 0.10, hs 4, = 0.06, hy 5 =
0.03, and hs ¢ = 0.02 per female for s = 1, ..., S. To account for capture events that were
concentrated during the winter months of the panther study, we allowed unmarked individuals to
become marked within seasons. After an initial capture probability p, ; = 0.25 to establish a
marked population, we specified p;r = 0.05fors =1,...,Sand ps; = 0.05fors = 2,...,S.
We specified D, = 0.007 and 75, = 0.92 based on naive estimates from our marked panther
data for 2000-2012. To simulate our "index of risk" covariate, we modeled log(Ds ;) =

—5.24 + 0.7z;, where z; ~ N(0,1).





We generated 1000 datasets and fit model D (risk)r(.)P(.)U(s), indicating a
(temporally-constant) individually-varying risk model for D;, a constant model for r and P, and a

seasonal model for Us:

Ts

s M
L(y,ulB,a,1,P,U) = 1_[ [1_[ Categorical(ys‘t,i; Dl-,r,P)
i=1

s=1 t=1
. D{1 — exp(~D)}r
X Binomial | ug¢; Us — Z Ugk — Mgy, 7 ,
k=1
where
(s,t,i exp(—Z) +1— qs,ti ifys,t,i =0
qs,t,iDi{1 — exp(=Z)}r v =1
Zl yS,t,l
Categorical(yg s ; D;, 7, P) = { qs,iDi{l — exp(=Z)}(1 — 1) v =2
Zl ys,t,l
G5, P — exp(~Z))} o
1fysti - 3:
\ Z; "

log(D;) =B + z{«,

D= f exp(B + z*a)N(z*)dz" = exp <,B +7>,

Z;=D;+P,Z=D+P,z; =25y, =1/M¥M, 7,02 =1/(M — 1) I, (z; — u,)?, and

Oz
N() is the standard normal density. Because the population was not demographically closed
within each season, the population using the study area each season was derived as Ny =
il (Zf;l qs,ti > 0) + Us — mg .. We assessed model performance based on percent relative
bias (PRB), coefficient of variation (CV), and percent 95% logarithm-transformed confidence
interval (Cl) coverage for Ny. Data generation and model fitting by maximum likelihood were

performed in R (R Core Team 2013).





Based on our selected demographic inputs, the realized populations were relatively
stable, with 63% slightly declining over the 13 seasons and an average decline of 0.7% per
season (Fig. S1). Overall, our abundance estimator was generally unbiased with near-nominal
coverage, with an average PRB of —0.1% (SD=0.49), average CV of 43% (SD=0.10), and
average CI coverage of 92.1% (SD=0.27). For individual season estimates, average PRB ranged
from —4.5% to 3.0%, average CV from 41% to 47%, and average CI coverage from 89.0% to
95.2%. Thus, despite relatively small sample sizes and low MVM rates, our approximate
likelihood performed well for a realistically-simulated panther population under similar sampling
conditions to our panther study.
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Could you briefly describe your work to-date and what you've found? We're hoping to project
the number of panthers which could be impacted under different transportation development
scenarios. Any assistance you can provide will be greatly appreciated!

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerjy and- Jaenfistence will conquer afl tﬁvz'njs
- ﬁenjamin ?nmkdfz’n


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Shindle, David
Subject: Re: Transportation impacts
Date: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 10:05:00 AM

Thanks! I'll reach out to him and see where he's at with it!

On Wed, Apr 27, 2016 at 9:52 AM, Shindle, David <david_shindle@fws.gov> wrote:
Sorry | forgot to respond to this....

Dave Onorato with FWC, but | don't know if he's anywhere near a completed product. That
said, it'sthe type of analysisthat | think you are looking for.

Dave.Onorato@MyFWC.com

David Shindle

Florida Panther Coordinator
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
12085 State Road 29 S
Immokalee, FL 34142

Office 239-657-8013

Cell 772-532-7293
david_shindl WS.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Mon, Apr 25, 2016 at 3:11 PM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>
wrote:
A couple of weeks ago you mentioned someone is/has worked on assessing the impact of
roadways on driving panther mortality, but in my notes | don't think | captured their name
properly. Who wasit you indicated | should talk to about that, again?

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth mcdonald@fws.gov
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Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth

To: Christian Spilker

Subject: Re: Tuesday

Date: Monday, March 14, 2016 8:16:18 AM
I'll be ready!

On Fri, Mar 11, 2016 at 4:19 PM, Christian Spilker <CSpilker@collierenterprises.com>
wrote:
Ken,

| wanted to send you a quick note that we may be walking some of the properties and that
boots for wet conditions would be appropriate.

Regards,

Christian Spilker
Vice President of Land Management
Collier Enterprises

This e-mail message is intended only for the individual (s) to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from disclosure under
applicable law. If you are not an intended recipient you may not copy, forward, disclose or
use any part of it. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us
immediately by replying to the e-mail and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Tawes, Robert

To: Dell, David

Cc: Constance Cassler; Kenneth Mcdonald; Roxanna Hinzman
Subject: Re: Update on East Collier NOI

Date: Thursday, March 03, 2016 8:05:51 AM

Excellent thanks for the update! R

On Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 8:01 AM, Ddll, David <david_dell @fws.gov> wrote:
Mike Oetker signed the NOI. We are sending viaDTS to HQ (PPM) to begin their
clearance process. Hopefully that will go out today.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

Rob W. Tawes

Chief, Division of Environmental Review
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Southeast Regional Office

1875 Century Boulevard

Atlanta, GA 30345

(w) 404/679-7142

(f) 404/679-7081

http://www.fws.gov/southeast/
www.fws.gov

NOTE: This email correspondence and any attachments to and from this sender is subject to the Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) and may be disclosed to third parties.
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From: Dell, David

To: Constance Cassler; Kenneth Mcdonald
Cc: Robert Tawes

Subject: Re: Update on East Collier NOI

Date: Thursday, March 03, 2016 10:33:20 AM

The NOI has been transmitted viaDTS to PPM.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Thu, Mar 3, 2016 at 8:01 AM, Dell, David <david_dell @fws.gov> wrote:
Mike Oetker signed the NOI. We are sending viaDTS to HQ (PPM) to begin their
clearance process. Hopefully that will go out today.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.
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From: Dell, David

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Subject: Re: Web Site Address

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2016 9:19:56 AM
Attachments: NOI E Collier.doc

Ken: Everything fit without any special effort.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Thu, Mar 17, 2016 at 8:16 AM, Mcdonad, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov>

wrote:
www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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Billing Code 4333–15

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR


Fish and Wildlife Service

[FWS–R4–ES–2016–N037]; [40120–1112–0000–F2]

Draft Environmental Impact Statement; Eastern Collier Multi-species Habitat Conservation Plan; Collier County, Florida

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of intent; announcement of public meeting.

SUMMARY: Under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), we, the Fish and Wildlife Service (Service), advise the public that we intend to gather information necessary to prepare a draft environmental impact statement (dEIS) related to an anticipated permit application from nine Collier County, Florida, landowners (prospective applicants) for the incidental take of federally listed species.  The permit application would include an Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (ECMSHCP) prepared in accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act).  We provide this notice to (1) describe the anticipated action; (2) advise other Federal and State agencies, affected Tribes, and the public of our intent to prepare a dEIS; (3) announce the initiation of a public scoping period; and (4) obtain suggestions and information on the scope of issues and alternatives to be included in the dEIS as well as any other written data, views, or arguments with respect to the anticipated permit application.


DATES:  Comments: We must receive any written comments at our Field Office (see ADDRESSES) on or before [Insert date 30 days after date of publication in the Federal Register]. 


Public Meetings: One public scoping meeting will be held on April 5, 2016: From 5 to 7 p.m.

ADDRESSES:  Public Meeting: University of Florida/Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences Collier County Extension, 14700 Immokalee Road, Naples, Florida.  

Document Availability: Documents will be available for public inspection by appointment during normal business hours at the South Florida Ecological Services Office, 1339 20th Street, Vero Beach, FL 32960.  Documents are also available at: www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com.

Comments: For how and where to submit comments, see Public Comments under SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:    Kenneth McDonald, (Kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov) Project Manager, at the South Florida Ecological Services Office (see ADDRESSES), telephone:  772/469-4284.


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:  Under NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), we announce our intention to gather information necessary to prepare a dEIS on the anticipated permit application under the Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).  The Department of the Army, through its bureau the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, will be a cooperating agency in the development of the dEIS. 

Background

Section 9 of the Act and the Service’s implementing regulations in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) at 50 CFR Part 17 prohibit the “take” of federally listed “endangered” and “threatened” species  (16 U.S.C. 1538).  The Act defines the term “take” as to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect listed species or to attempt to engage in such conduct (16 U.S.C. 1532).  “Harm” includes an act that actually kills or injures a listed species and may include significant habitat modification or degradation that actually kills or injures a species by significantly impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding, and sheltering (50 CFR 17.3).  Under section 10(a)(1)(B) (16 U.S.C. 1539) of the Act, the Service may issue permits authorizing “incidental take” of listed species.  “Incidental take” is defined as take otherwise prohibited but incidental to, and not the purpose of, carrying out an otherwise lawful activity (50 CFR 17.3). Regulations governing incidental take permits for endangered species and threatened species, respectively, are found in 50 CFR 17.22 and 50 CFR 17.32.  


 Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (ECMSHCP) 

The prospective applicants intend to seek an incidental take permit (ITP) that would authorize take resulting from the residential and commercial development and earth mining activities described in the ECMSHCP on certain lands (“covered lands”).  The ECMSHCP would include measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate for incidental take with an emphasis on preserving some of the lands to maintain the viability and continued existence of populations of federally- listed threatened and endangered species.


The ECMSHCP also would include a funding mechanism for the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures, such as land acquisition, habitat mitigation, establishment of wildlife crossings, ecological restoration, land management, and actions to assist in the conservation of species through research. The proposed term of the ITP would be 50 years.

The prospective applicants are expected to seek incidental take authorization for the following federally listed species:  the Florida scrub-jay (Aphelocoma coerulescens), Audubon’s crested caracara (Polyborus plancus) (alternatively identified as the northern crested caracara (Caracara cheriway)), wood stork (Mycteria americana), red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis), Everglade snail kite (Rostrhamus sociabilis plumbeus), eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais couperi), Florida bonneted bat (Eumops floridanus), and Florida panther (Puma concolor coryi) (“covered species”).  The gopher tortoise (Gopherus polyphemus), which is a candidate species, would also be included as a covered species for which the prospective applicants would seek incidental take authorization. The prospective applicants’ ECMSHCP would also cover the following State listed and unlisted species:  the burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), eastern diamondback rattlesnake (Crotalus adamanteus), Florida sandhill crane (Grus canadensis pratensis), little blue heron (Egretta caerulea), Southeastern American kestrel (Falco sparverius paulus), tricolored heron (Egretta tricolor), and the Big Cypress fox squirrel (Sciurus niger avicennia).

The covered lands of the ECMSHCP encompass approximately 152,124 acres in northeastern Collier County, Florida, that surround the town of Immokalee.  The covered lands are bordered to the south by the Florida Panther National Wildlife Refuge and Big Cypress National Preserve, to the north and east by the Okaloacoochee Slough State Forest, and to the northwest by the Audubon Corkscrew Swamp Sanctuary. The prospective applicants are expected to propose a conservation strategy in the ECMSHCP that would preserve a large portion of the covered lands as habitat for the covered species while conducting activities on smaller, clustered portions of the covered lands.    Biologically, the ECMSHCP would focus on maintaining areas of high-value habitat for the covered species while engaging in residential and commercial development and earth mining on 45,000 acres of the lands. The prospective applicants also would maintain suitable habitat within the impacted areas to ensure the availability of corridors for dispersal of the covered species.


Draft Environmental Impact Statement 


The dEIS will consider a range of alternatives, including the proposed action (i.e., the issuance of an ITP to the prospective applicants, no action (non-issuance of an ITP), variations in the scope and location of the covered activities or a combination of both.   It will also provide a detailed description of the proposed action and alternatives, as well as identify and analyze the potential significance of direct and indirect impacts from the proposed action and alternatives to biological resources, land use, air quality, water quality, water resources, economics, and other environmental resources.  We also will consider different strategies for avoiding, minimizing, and mitigating the impacts of incidental take from the proposed action. The primary purpose of the scoping process is to allow the public to identify important issues associated with the proposed action.  

Public Comments


Outside of the public scoping meeting, we will accept comments in written form only. To assist us in identifying the full range of issues related to the prospective permit application, we invite written comments from interested parties. Any comments submitted to us after the public meeting must be in writing. Please reference the ECMSHCP in such comments.  

Comments may be submitted by any one of the following methods:  


U.S. mail: South Florida Ecological Services Office (see ADDRESSES).  


Email: comments-eastcollierhcp@fws.gov.  Please include your name and return mailing address in your email message.  If you do not receive a confirmation from us that we received your email, contact us directly at either of the telephone numbers listed (see FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT).  


Hand delivery: To the South Florida Ecological Services Office (ADDRESSES).  

Availability of Public Comments


Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal identifying information in your comment, be aware that your entire comment—including your personal identifying information—may be made publicly available at any time.  While you may ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying information from public review, there is no guarantee that we will be able to do so.


Reasonable Accommodation

Persons needing reasonable accommodations in order to attend and participate in the public meeting should contact Vickie Scott at 813/675-6546 by no later than one week before the public meeting.  Information regarding this proposed action is available in alternative formats upon request.

Authority



We provide this notice under section 10 of the Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and NEPA regulations (40 CFR 1506.6).


Dated: ______________________________


____________________________________


Mike Oetker,

Acting Regional Director, 

Southeast Region.

S:\ES\ES 2007 Efiles\PERM-100 Section 10 ESA\PERM-130 Habitat Conservation Plans\Pending ITP's\Panther Collier County\EIS process\NOI E Collier.doc
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Dell, David

Subject: Re: Web Site Address

Date: Thursday, March 17, 2016 11:31:59 AM
Outstanding!

On Thu, Mar 17, 2016 at 9:19 AM, Dell, David <david_dell @fws.gov> wrote:
Ken: Everything fit without any special effort.

David Dell

Southeast Region

HCP and Safe Harbors Coordinator
404/679-7313

fax: 7081

david_dell@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.

On Thu, Mar 17, 2016 at 8:16 AM, Mcdonald, Kenneth <kenneth_mcdona d@fws.gov>

wrote:
www.easterncolliertHCPEIS.com

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov

fner:z}/ and’; Joem‘i&tence will conguer afl t/;z'an
- ﬁenjamin ?nmffin

Kenneth McDonad

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov


mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:david_dell@fws.gov
mailto:david_dell@fws.gov
mailto:david_dell@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
http://www.easterncollierhcpeis.com/
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth; Purcell, Adam

Subject: RE: What paper did we publish public notice of the FR in?
Date: Monday, April 25, 2016 3:31:48 PM

Ken,

The legal ad was published in the Naples Daily News on April 6.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
C 1-813-748-7315

Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, April 25, 2016 11:03 AM

To: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam

Subject: What paper did we publish public notice of the FR in?

Hey guys,

I'm just circling back - | recall we'd discussed a newspaper announcement of the availability of
the draft EIS. Which paper did we publish that in and on what date?

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and fenn'&tence will conquer aff tﬂnjs
- ﬁenjamz’n Trankyz'n
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http://www.aecom.com/
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Purcell, Adam; Ken Warren

Subject: RE: Yes, let"s place an ad for the Public Meeting in the paper
Date: Monday, March 28, 2016 8:23:55 AM

Attachments: Adency Invitation Letter.docx

Ken,

Yes. It’s more official that way — agency to agency/elected official. Attached is a copy of the
invitation letter that would go on the Service’s letterhead (we added the deadline date of April 24
for comments).

Thanks!

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWWw.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 8:17 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam; Ken Warren

Subject: Re: Yes, let's place an ad for the Public Meeting in the paper

I'm working on that now. Just to clarify, do you want to present the invitations asif they're
Service memorandum (with letterheads), complete with an official signature from a Service
official?

Ken

On Mon, Mar 28, 2016 at 8:13 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

Will do. Right now | think the most crucial items are electronic versions of the Service’s letterhead
and your signature for the agency invitation letters. We are trying to get them printed today for
bulk mailing tomorrow.

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM


mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:adam.purcell@aecom.com
mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com

On USFWS Letterhead…



Date





Name/Title

Agency

Address



Dear Mr/Ms Agency Person:



The purpose of this letter is to provide notice that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) intends to prepare a draft Environmental Impact Statement (dEIS) related to an anticipated permit application from nine Collier County, Florida landowners for the incidental take of listed species.  The Department of the Army, through its bureau the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, will be a cooperating agency in the development of the dEIS.



The dEIS will be prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  The permit application would include an “Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan” (ECMSHCP) prepared in accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (ESA).  The ECMSHCP covers approximately 152,124 acres of land in northeastern Collier County and borders Lee and Hendry counties.  The enclosed information sheet provides additional details regarding the landowners, proposed action, and the NEPA and ESA processes.  A copy of the ECMSHCP is available at the project website at www.easterncollierHCPEIS.com.  



The Service invites you to attend an online inter-agency scoping meeting from 10:00 am – 12:00 pm, Tuesday, April 19, 2016 to provide input on the EIS scoping process.  During the meeting we will discuss project component details, obtain input to understand any issues that your agency believes are important to the EIS analysis, and review the project schedule.  Elected/appointed and Tribal officials and other interested parties are also welcome to attend the online inter-agency scoping meeting.  Instructions for accessing the online interagency scoping meeting are provided below.



Online Inter-Agency Scoping Meeting 

Tuesday, April 19, 2016 | 10:00 am – 12:00 pm

Meeting number: 593 525 539 

Audio connection: 1-866-203-6896 Call-in toll-free number

Conference Code: 968 574 2310

Meeting link: https://intercall.webex.com/intercall/j.php?MTID=m9633eb376ab1993b2926dc365fff223e



In addition to the online interagency meeting, an open-house public scoping meeting will be held at 5:00 pm, Tuesday, April 12, 2016 at the University of Florida/Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences Collier County Extension Building, 14700 Immokalee Road, Naples, Florida.  Information presented at the online inter-agency scoping meeting will be similar to that presented at the open-house public scoping meeting.  You may attend the online inter-agency scoping meeting or the open-house public scoping meeting (or both if you choose).

The Service invites written comments on the scope of issues and alternatives to be included in the draft EIS as well as any other written data, views, or arguments with respect to the anticipated permit application.  Please submit scoping comments to the Service via one of the following methods:



FAX: 		512-490-0974

E-mail: 	comments-eastcollierhcp@fws.gov

US Mail: 	Comments–Eastern Collier HCP EIS

US Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559



[bookmark: _GoBack]We must receive any written comments on or before April 24, 2016.  For further information please contact:

Kenneth McDonald, Project Manager

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office

1339 20th Street
Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284 

Fax: 772.562.4288
kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov



We look forward to your participation in the EIS process.  

Sincerely,



Kenneth McDonald






7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587
WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 7:30 AM

To: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam
Cc: Ken Warren
Subject: Yes, let's place an ad for the Public Meeting in the paper

Hey Tom,

Just got your message and forgot to reply to the previous one asking about it: yes, we should
run an newspaper ad for the public meeting, local paper. If you need anything from us, let us
know.

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fnerjy and- Jaenn'stence will conquer afl tﬁvz'njs
- ﬁenjdmin ?nmkdfz'n

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and  persistence will conguer aff tﬂnjs
- ﬁenjamz’n Tranffz’n
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From: Pride, Tom

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: Purcell, Adam; Ken Warren

Subject: RE: Yes, let"s place an ad for the Public Meeting in the paper
Date: Monday, March 28, 2016 9:22:28 AM

Ken,

That’s ok. It’s no problem for us to change the signatory if need be. We will stand by for your
instructions.

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 8:26 AM

To: Pride, Tom

Cc: Purcell, Adam; Ken Warren

Subject: Re: Yes, let's place an ad for the Public Meeting in the paper

Ok, got it now. Let me make sure that's allowable. Typically signature authority is delegated
to the Field Supervisor and no lower. It might be that such aletter would have to be signed by
ours.

Let me check.
Ken

On Mon, Mar 28, 2016 at 8:23 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

Yes. It’s more official that way — agency to agency/elected official. Attached is a copy of the
invitation letter that would go on the Service’s letterhead (we added the deadline date of April 24
for comments).

Thanks!

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM
7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587


mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:adam.purcell@aecom.com
mailto:ken_warren@fws.gov
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
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mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com

www.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 8:17 AM

To: Pride, Tom
Cc: Purcell, Adam; Ken Warren
Subject: Re: Yes, let's place an ad for the Public Meeting in the paper

I'm working on that now. Just to clarify, do you want to present the invitations as if they're
Service memorandum (with letterheads), complete with an official signature from a Service
official?

Ken

On Mon, Mar 28, 2016 at 8:13 AM, Pride, Tom <tom.pride@aecom.com> wrote:

Ken,

Will do. Right now | think the most crucial items are electronic versions of the Service’s letterhead
and your signature for the agency invitation letters. We are trying to get them printed today for
bulk mailing tomorrow.

Thanks,

Tom Pride

Greater Florida - Natural Resources Practice Lead
D 1-813-636-2154 C 1-813-748-7315
Tom.Pride@aecom.com

AECOM

7650 W Courtney Campbell Causeway, Tampa, Florida 33607-1462
T 1-813-286-1711 F 1-813-286-6587

WWW.aecom.com

From: Mcdonald, Kenneth [mailto:kenneth _mcdonald@fws.gov]
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 7:30 AM

To: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam
Cc: Ken Warren
Subject: Yes, let's place an ad for the Public Meeting in the paper

Hey Tom,

Just got your message and forgot to reply to the previous one asking about it: yes, we should
run an newspaper ad for the public meeting, local paper. If you need anything from us, let us
know.

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street


http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:tom.pride@aecom.com
mailto:Tom.Pride@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559
Office: 772.469.4284
Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fne(jy and- fera'&tence will conquer afl tﬁ;'nj&

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecologica Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and-  persistence will conguer aff tﬂnjs

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

fne(jy and- fera'&tence will conquer afl tﬁ;'nj&
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From: Google Calendar on behalf of robert_tawes@fws.gov

To: david_dell@fws.gov; aturner@hunton.com; valbrecht@hunton.com; jack_arnold@fws.gov;
cspilker@collierenterprises.com; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov; eclements@hunton.com;
bruce.johnson@stantec.com; constance_cassler@fws.gov; gwallace@alicoinc.com; kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov;
robert_tawes@fws.gov

Cc: valbrecht@hunton.com; cspilker@collierenterprises.com; roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov;
bruce.johnson@stantec.com; gwallace@alicoinc.com; jack_arnold@fws.gov; kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov;
constance_cassler@fws.gov; eclements@hunton.com; david_dell@fws.gov; aturner@hunton.com

Subject: REMINDER: Eastern Collier HCP Update @ 10:30

Date: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 9:02:49 AM

Good morning everyone. | wanted to remind you of our planned call at 10:20 eastern. 1-877-
429-2163 participant code 1151748.

Draft Agenda:

1) Status update on Federal Register notice
2) Update from AECom meeting on Friday
3) Staffing update (funding agreement)

Please let me know if you have any additional agendaitems. | look forward to talking with
you soon. R

Eastern Collier HCP Update

Update on Eastern Collier County Multispecies HCP
1-877-429-2163 participant code 1151748

When Tue Feb 23, 2016 10:30am — 11:30am Eastern Time
Video call  https://plus.google.com/hangouts/_/doi.gov/robert-tawes
Who » robert_tawes@fws.gov - organizer

» valbrecht@hunton.com

» cspilker@collierenterprises.com
o roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov
o bruce.johnson@stantec.com
« gwallace@alicoinc.com

o jack_arnold@fws.gov

o kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
« constance_cassler@fws.gov
» eclements@hunton.com

o david_dell@fws.gov

« aturner@hunton.com
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From: Nancy Payton

To: kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
Subject: RLSA SSA 8 Rescinded

Date: Monday, April 25, 2016 4:41:20 PM
Hello Ken,

During our meeting last week we discussed the stewardship sending area (SSA)
easements.

| mentioned that one perpetual SSA easement was terminated at the request of
the landowner, Half Circle L Ranch.

Below isinformation on SS 8' s designation and revocation.

On June 20, 2006, the Half Circle L Ranch was granted a perpetua stewardship
easement across 5,299.50 acres.

Collier County and Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Affairs
were the easement holders.

Hereisalink to the June 20,2006, Board of County Commissioners backup
materials supporting the designation of SSA 8.

https.//apps3.colliergov.net/agenda/ Compl ete/06-20-06/1tem17C.pdf (big file)

In 2011, the Half Circle L Ranch successfully petitioned Collier County and the
Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Affairsto terminate the
stewardship credit and easement agreements. Note: none of the stewardship
credits were used to entitle receiving lands. Hereisalink to Collier County
Resolution 11-185 rescinding SSA 8.

http://www.calliergov.net/home/showdocument?d=41145

Asaninsight to Collier County’s outlook on conservation lands, the county’s
Conservation Collier program has a management caveat that allows these
natural lands to be impacted for public uses — “exceptional benefits’ - not
consistent with habitat conservation. Hereisalink to Collier County
Resolution 2006-58, the Exceptional Benefits Ordinance.

http://www.calliergov.net/home/showdocumentd=10347

Collier County and the State of Florida as SSA easement holdersis good, but
clearly they can be persuaded to rescind perpetual easements that have unused
stewardship credits and possibly used creditsif an “exceptional benefit” can be
justified by county staff. A third easement holder — the federal government
through the ECM SHCP — is the best option to ensure that perpetual easements
will be permanent easements.


mailto:nancypayton@fwfonline.org
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
https://apps3.colliergov.net/agenda/Complete/06-20-06/Item17C.pdf
http://www.colliergov.net/home/showdocument?id=41145
http://www.colliergov.net/home/showdocument?id=10347

Nancy

Nancy Payton
Florida Wildlife Federation
239-784-5119



From: Les Alderman

To: comments-eastcollierhcp@fws.gov; "Foster, Victoria"; "Hinzman, Roxanna'; constance_cassler@fws.gov
Cc: kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov

Subject: Roads and Infrastructure

Date: Saturday, April 23, 2016 9:59:39 AM

Attachments: Roads and Infrastructure.docx

Thanks yet again for the opportunity to Comment.
Les


mailto:lesa@pantherconservation.com
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		Florida Panther Conservation, LLC





Memo

		To:

		Larry Williams



		From:

		Les Alderman



		cc:

		

James Alderman, Victoria Foster, Roxanna Hinzman, Constance Cassler, Ph.D., Kenneth McDonald



		Date:

		April 22, 2016

		Re:

		Roads and Infrastructure



		

		





Again, thank you for the opportunity to participate in this Scoping exercise for the Draft EIS for the Draft Eastern Collier Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP).

A Third area for critical review in this Scoping Exercise is addressing the issue of Infrastructure. Irrespective of the size of the Covered Area (16,000 acres as originally proposed or 45,000 acres as currently proposed) the new developments will need infrastructure (road, power lines, water and sewer, gas pipelines, schools, telephone, cable, cell towers, etc.) and so will the areas that have been excluded from the ECMSHCP, including but not limited to Ave Maria, Immokalee Sand Mine, and the Hogan Island Quarry.

New roads will have to be built and existing roads modified, power lines erected, gas lines built, drinking water, sewer line, storm water conveyances, telephone lines, cable TV, cell towers, hospitals, schools and all manner of other requirements will be needed to provide service to the entire community to be developed as well as those that are already built and those that are in the process of development.  Additionally, as current farm land in the Covered Areas is converted, land in the protected area will necessarily be opened for more intensive farming operations which will require more Infrastructure in those areas.

All of those people, goods and services are going to need to have access to current roads and streets, including the main local thoroughfares as well as I-75 and access to the coast as well as the interior part of the state.  Further, additional storm water management systems will necessarily need to be integrated into the current systems. Developing the Environmental Impact Statement without due consideration of all of the potential impacts to the habitat of all Threatened and Endangered Species in the area would be exceedingly short sighted.

Leslie D. Alderman, Jr.

Founder and Managing Member

S	





	

1





2


From: Warren, Ken

To: Larry Williams; Roxanna Hinzman; Donald Progulske; Victoria Foster; David Shindle; Constance Cassler; Kenneth
Mcdonald; Kevin Godsea

Cc: Katherine Taylor; Tom MacKenzie

Subject: Rob Moher Guest Opinion: Move Collier development out of Panther zone

Date: Monday, April 11, 2016 8:30:13 AM

http://www.news-press.com/story/opinion/2016/04/10/move-collier-devel opment-out-panther-
zone/82753932/

Move Collier development out of
Panther zone

Ft. Myers News-Press Guest Opinion By Rob Moher, April 10, 2016

The Conservancy of Southwest Florida was formed over 50 years ago by concerned citizens
joining together to stop an unnecessary “road to nowhere” planned through Rookery Bay.

Conservancy of Southwest Florida CEO Rob Moher (Photo: File)
Now, we have before us a similar moment that will define the future of Collier County. A

proposal called the “Eastern Collier Habitat Conservation Plan” is a development plan for the
rural and agricultural lands east of |-75 that if permitted as currently proposed, would pose
serious threats to our environment and quality of life.

Although the name “Habitat Conservation Plan” (HCP) sounds like awin for wildlife, the devil’s
in the details. Written by consultants hired by the landowners who stand to benefit greatly should
it pass, the proposed plan would permit 45,000 acres of urbanized development east of golden
Gate Estates in the last remaining habitat theFlorida panther livesin —an areaequivaent in size
to Washington D.C.
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The proposed offsets woul d-be existing green spaces including farm fields and ranch lands that
are already being used by the panther. Under this plan these “preserves” could still be utilized
for activities such as oil exploration and drilling, further reducing the level of habitat function
they offer today.

The landowners are offering to provide some money for panther underpasses to offset their
impacts, but these measures are not worth giving away some of the most critical areas for the
panthers' continued survival. They also may not even offset the impact from the number of new
and widened roads that will be necessitated. Not just the panther is at risk with this plan; seven
other imperiled species’ habitats also would be permitted to be impacted, including the wood
stork, caracara, and the rare Florida bonneted bat.

Our community residents will be impacted as well by this plan, which will necessitate immense
amounts of expensive new infrastructure. Using the landowners’ own proposed road network,
the resulting 100 miles of new and expanded roadways are estimated to cost over $2 hillion
dollars. State Road 29 would essentially be the new urban boundary, and currently deadly roads
for wildlife would see traffic rates increase at an exponential rate (for example the traffic from
Collier County onto Corkscrew Road would be over 23 timesiits current level).

Effects to water resources and to our agricultural “bread basket” are also of great concern, given
the food and water resources that we all depend on, the region’s agricultural traditions and
economy, as well as wildlife dependent on these agricultural lands. The lands we currently rely
on for aquifer recharge would, on alarge scale, be converted to pavement.

The next 50 years will be defined by the HCP, and there will be very little that can be done to
change the plan once it is approved. Unfortunately, the current draft proposal does not take into
account the Conservancy’ s moderate recommendations, nor does it incorporate the input from
the review it received from six well-known panther biologists. The Conservancy supports private
property rights for all landowners; however, the private rights of afew need to be better
balanced with the protection of public resources such as water and wildlife, as well as the rights
of othersin our community.

There is a better alternative. Growth isinevitable but by moving development out of the panther
“Primary Zone" habitat, it will be more environmentally sustainable and protective of this
endangered species and the other wildlife that depend on this area. Additionally, taxpayers
would save money from a more consolidated growth footprint that moves future devel opment
closer to existing urbanized areas where there is already infrastructure and services.

Join with the Conservancy in recommending a better plan forward. Attend the public meeting at
5 p.m. Tuesday at the Collier County Extension Building at 14700 Immokal ee Road, Naples.

Y ou can also submit written comments by April 24, 2016. Visit our webpage to find out more
and to take action: www.conservancy.org/our-work/policy/wildlife-and-habitat-
protection/eastern-collier.
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Rob Moher is president and CEO of the Conservancy of Southwest Florida, based in Naples.

Ken Warren

Public Affairs Officer

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559

Office Phone: 772.469.4323

Mobile Phone: 772.643.4407

Fax: 772.778.5498

"Being considerate of others will take you and your children further in life than any
college or professional degree." - Marian Wright Edelman

Follow us on Twitter @USFWSVERO



From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Pride, Tom; Purcell, Adam

Subject: Rox"s Opening Comments

Date: Monday, April 11, 2016 7:35:33 AM
Attachments: Roxanna_Opening_Remarks (rlh).docx

Morning guys,

Attached is adraft of Rox's opening comments after her edits. Do we know the name of the
Court Reporter? She wants to indicate them by name in her opening remarks. Also, review the
text to ensure what she's describing is accurate (what's highlighted in yellow and how welll
indicate time to speakers, especialy). Lastly, can you make sure we print off a copy of this
and bring it to the meeting as a spare in case her copy is misplaced prior to our arriving?

Thanks!

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and-  persistence will conguer aff tﬂnjs

- ﬁenjamz’n Trankyz'n
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EASTERN COLLIER MULTIPLE SPECIES HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

APRIL 12, 2016



OPENING REMARKS (ROXANNA HINZMAN – USFWS)



WELCOME, AND THANK YOU FOR ATTENDING TONIGHT’S MEETING.  MY NAME IS ROXANNA HINZMAN, FIELD SUPERVISOR FOR THE U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE’S ECOLOGICAL FIELD OFFICE IN VERO BEACH, FLORIDA.  



BEFORE WE BEGIN, I WOULD LIKE TO PAUSE FOR A BRIEF SAFETY MOMENT, AND POINT OUT THE EMERGENCY EXITS LOCATED AT THE REAR OF THE ROOM.  ONE EXIT IS LOCATED TO YOUR LEFT AND DOWN THE HALL IN WHICH YOU ENTERED.  ANOTHER EXIT IS LOCATED TO YOUR RIGHT.  THERE IS ALSO AN EXIT AT THE FRONT OF THE ROOM THROUGH THIS DOOR (POINT TO DOOR).  FIRE DEPARTMENT REGULATIONS LIMIT THE CAPACITY OF THIS ROOM TO 300 PERSONS.



ALL STATEMENTS MADE AT THE PODIUM OR DURING THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD LATER THIS EVENING ARE BEING RECORDED BY A COURT RECORDER (POINT TO RECORDER) AND WILL BE MADE PART OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD FOR THE PROJECT.  THIS MEETING IS ALSO BEING PRESENTED IN REAL TIME ONLINE.



NEXT, WE WOULD LIKE TO RECOGNIZE ANY ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT TONIGHT.  ARE THERE ANY LOCAL, STATE, TRIBAL, OR FEDERAL ELECTED OFFICIALS PRESENT?  IF SO, PLEASE RISE AND IDENTIFY YOURSELF.  

OFFICIALS INTRODUCE THEMSELVES…

THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENDANCE AND PARTICIPATION.  



AT THIS TIME I WOULD LIKE TO INTRODUCE KEY MEMBERS OF THE PROJECT.  KEN MCDONALD WILL SERVE AS THE PROJECT MANAGER FOR THE FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE.  KEN WARREN IS THE SERVICE’S PUBLIC AFFAIRS OFFICER.  INTRODUCE OTHER SERVICE PERSONNEL AS APPROPRIATE….  ASSISTING THE SERVICE IN THE PREPARATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT IS OUR THIRD-PARTY CONSULTANT AECOM.  THE AECOM TEAM IS LED BY TOM PRIDE.



INTRODUCE CHRISTIAN SPILKER OR ANY OF THE OTHER PROPERTY OWNERS…?





PURPOSE AND PROCESS



THE PURPOSE OF THIS MEETING IS TO SOLICIT PUBLIC INPUT FOR PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT, OR EIS, RELATED TO AN ANTICIPATED PERMIT APPLICATION FROM NINE COLLIER COUNTY, FLORIDA LANDOWNERS FOR THE INCIDENTAL TAKE OF FEDERALLY-LISTED SPECIES.  THIS MEETING IS BEING HELD IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT, ALSO KNOWN AS “NEPA.”  THE PERMIT APPLICATION WOULD INCLUDE AN “EASTERN COLLIER MULTIPLE SPECIES HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN” PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT OF 1973, AS AMENDED.  THE NEPA PROCESS WILL BE USED TO EVALUATE THE HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN AND IDENTIFY REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES. NEPA IS INTENDED TO BE A PUBLIC PROCESS. YOUR INPUT IS ENCOURAGED AND APPRECIATED.  



ADDITIONAL DETAILS OF THE PROJECT WILL BE PROVIDED IN THE UPCOMING PRESENTATION.  



AN OPEN COMMENT PERIOD WILL FOLLOW THE PRESENTATION THIS EVENING.  IF ANYONE PRESENT WOULD LIKE TO MAKE AN ORAL STATEMENT RELATED TO THE SCOPE OF THE EIS, PLEASE FILL OUT A COMMENT FORM, IF YOU HAVE NOT ALREADY DONE SO, AND RETURN THE FORM TO THE SIGN-IN DESK.  



THOSE HERE THIS EVENING MAY ALSO MAKE A WRITTEN COMMENT ON ONE OF THESE COMMENT FORMS AND DROP IT IN ONE OF THE COMMENT BOXES LOCATED IN THE ENTRANCE HALLWAY.  [HOLD UP BLANK FORM]  



COMMENTS MAY ALSO BE SUBMITTED VIA EMAIL TO COMMENTS-EASTCOLLIERHCP@FWS.GOV.  ALL OF THE OPTIONS FOR SUBMITTING COMMENTS ARE PROVIDED ON THE INFORMATIONAL BROCHURE PROVIDED TO YOU WHEN YOU SIGNED IN. [HOLD UP BROCHURE].  WE ALSO ENCOURAGE YOU TO VISIT THE PROJECT WEBSITE AT WWW.EASTERNCOLLIERHCPEIS.COM.  



THIS EVENING IS DIVIDED INTO THREE PARTS.  I AM GOING TO GIVE YOU A SHORT DISCUSSION OF THE GROUND RULES; THEN THERE WILL BE A SHORT PRESENTATION ON THE PROPOSED PROJECT; AND WE WILL THEN LAUNCH INTO THE MAJOR PORTION OF TONIGHT’S HEARING, WHICH IS THE PUBLIC COMMENT PORTION.



GROUND RULES. 



WHEN YOU COME TO THE MICROPHONE, PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME CLEARLY AND SPELL IT FOR THE COURT REPORTER.  THAT WAY SHE CAN GET IT ALL DOWN ON THE RECORD CORRECTLY.



YOU HAVE TO BE REGISTERED IN ORDER TO SPEAK.   THE REGISTRATION FORMS ARE OUT IN THE HALL.  I THINK YOU ALL HAVE PROBABLY SEEN THEM, BUT UNLESS YOU HAVE FILLED ONE OUT, YOU WILL NOT BE ALLOWED TO SPEAK.



WE HAVE A NUMBER OF SPEAKERS AND TIME IS SHORT.  SO TO GIVE EVERYONE AN EQUAL OPPORUTNITY TO SPEAK, THERE WILL BE A 2- MINUTE SPEAKING ALLOCATION.   WE HAVE AN AUTOMATIC TIMER THAT ACTIVATES THE GREEN, YELLOW AND RED LIGHTS HERE AND ON A SMALLER DEVICE ON THE PODIUM.   IT WILL BE GREEN DURING PART OF YOUR _________- MINUTE _____ - SECONDS SPEAKING TIME WITH THE EXCEPTION OF THE LAST 45-SECONDS.   THE LAST 45-SECONDS, IT WILL SHOW YELLOW TO ALERT YOU THAT IT IS TIME TO WRAP UP.   AT THE END OF YOUR TIME ALLOCATION, THERE WILL BE A FLASHING RED LIGHT AND A SERIES OF SHORT BEEPS.



WE DO NOT EXPECT YOU TO STOP IN THE MIDDLE OF A SENTENCE.  YOU CAN COMPLETE YOUR SENTENCE, BUT WE DO NOT WANT YOU TO CONTINUE ON IN A LONG DIALOGUE.  THAT MEANS WRAP IT UP AND LEAVE THE MICROPHONE.



I WOULD LIKE TO TELL YOU WHAT THIS IS TONIGHT AND WHAT IT IS NOT.  THIS IS AN OPPORTUNITY FOR ALL OF YOU TO REGISTER YOUR THOUGHTS AND YOUR COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED FEDERAL ACTION AND TO HAVE THOSE COMMENTS ENTERED INTO THE OFFICIAL RECORD FOR CONSIDERATION.



WHAT IT IS NOT IS A COURT PROCEEDING, ALTHOUGH IT IS A FEDERAL PUBLIC MEETING AND THE DEMEANOR WILL BE THE SAME AS THAT OF A COURTROOM.  THERE WILL BE NO TESTIMONY UNDER OATH.  THERE IS NO CROSS EXAMINATION.



IT IS ALSO NOT A DEBATE:  NOT A DEBATE BETWEEN THE AUDIENCE AND THE FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE, NOR BETWEEN MEMBERS OF THE AUDIENCE.  THERE IS NO REBUTTAL AND THERE IS NO SECOND SHOT AT THE APPLE.  IT IS NOT A QUESTION-AND-ANSWER SESSION.



TONIGHT’S MEETING IS SIMPLY DESIGNED TO RECEIVE YOUR ORAL COMMENT AS A MEANS FOR THE U. S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE TO GAIN INFORMATION REGARDING YOUR VIEW OF THE PROPOSED ACTION.



YOU CAN ASK A QUESTION.  THE QUESTION WILL NOT BE ANSWERED HERE, BUT WILL BE RECORDED BY THE REPORTER.   THE REVIEWERS, WHO REVIEW THIS TRANSCRIPT AND THE OTHER MATERIALS SUBMITTED DURING THE COMMENT PERIOD, WILL TAKE THAT CONCERN UNDER CONSIDERATION AT THE TIME OF REVIEW.



THE ONLY EXCEPTION TO THIS IS IF SOMETHING REALLY GOES TO THE ESSENCE OF THE MEETING.  IN THAT CASE, WE MAY PROVIDE A SHORT ANSWER.





YOU DO NOT HAVE TO SPEAK EVEN THOUGH YOU HAVE REGISTERED.  IF YOU FIND PEOPLE BEFORE YOU HAVE ADEQUATELY COVERED YOUR CONCERNS OR COMMENTS AND YOU DO NOT FEEL A NEED TO STEP FORWARD AND SPEAK, YOU CAN RELINQUISH AT THAT TIME.  YOU DO NOT HAVE TO COME FORWARD.  COMMENTS WILL RECEIVE THE SAME LEVEL OF REVIEW WHETHER THEY ARE MADE ONCE, OR MULTIPLE TIMES.



YOU CAN SUPPLEMENT YOUR ORAL COMMENTS WITH WRITTEN COMMENTS.  YOU CAN GIVE THOSE TO US TONIGHT AT ANY TIME AND WE WILL BE HAPPY TO RECEIVE THEM. 



YOU CAN ALSO SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS AND SUPPORTING INFORMATION AT ANY TIME UP THROUGH APRIL 25, 2016.  THE ONLINE AND MAILING ADDRESSES FOR THAT PURPOSE ARE AVAILABLE AT THE SPEAKER REGISTRATION TABLES.



ALL PUBLIC COMMENTS AND INFORMATION RECEIVED DURING THE OPEN COMMENT PERIOD REGARDLESS OF SUBMISSION METHOD – MAILED, VIA THE ONLINE PORTAL OR AT  TONIGHT’S HEARING – WILL BE THOROUGHLY REVIEWED AND GIVEN DUE CONSIDERATION BY U. S. FISH AND WILDLIFE STAFF IN REACHING THEIR FINAL DECISION.  



WE ASK THAT YOU NOT APPLAUD, NOT MAKE LOUD NOISES, AND I DIRECT YOU NOT TO RIDICULE ANY OF THE SPEAKERS.  CIVILITY AND COURTESY ARE THE WATCH WORDS TONIGHT.



WE RECOGNIZE THAT THERE ARE EMOTIONAL ASPECTS TO THE PROPOSED ACTION, BUT WE REMIND YOU THAT NOT ALL SPEAKERS ARE EXPERIENCED.  SOME ARE NERVOUS, SOME ARE TIMID.  SOME POSSIBLY WOULD NOT COME FORWARD AND SPEAK IN A HOSTILE ATMOSPHERE, AND WE DO NOT WANT ANYONE TO BE INTIMIDATED.  



WE WANT EVERY PERSON TO BE ABLE TO COME COMFORTABLY TO THE MICROPHONE AND GIVE US THEIR COMMENTS.



IN ADDITION, LOUD NOISES AND THE LIKE USE UP VALUABLE TIME, AND THE COURT REPORTER CANNOT HEAR AND MAKE A PROPER TRANSCRIPT.



THESE GROUND RULES ARE NECESSARY TO GUARANTEE EVERYONE A FAIR AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY TO BE HEARD AND WE WILL ENFORCE THE GROUND RULES.



HAVING SAID ALL OF THIS, WE ARE NOW READY TO START WITH THE PRESENTATION.



KEN MCDONALD WILL NOW GIVE A PRESENTATION ON THE PROJECT.



------------------------------------------------------PRESENTATION IS MADE ----------------------------------------------







OK, LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, WE ARE GOING TO START THE ORAL COMMENTS PORTION.  



AS I SAID BEFORE, YOU MUST BE REGISTERED TO SPEAK IF YOU WISH TO SPEAK, AND YOU MAY SUPPLEMENT YOUR ORAL COMMENTS WITH WRITTEN COMMENTS.  IF YOU REGISTERED TO SPEAK BUT HAVE CHANGED YOUR MIND, YOU DO NOT HAVE TO SPEAK.



[bookmark: _GoBack]AS A REMINDER, YOU EACH HAVE 2-MINUTES TO SPEAK.  DURING THE LAST 45-SECONDS OF YOUR ALLOTTED TIME THE LIGHT WILL TURN YELLOW INDICATING ITS TIME TO WRAP-UP, AND AT THE END OF YOUR TIME THE LIGHT WILL FLASH RED AND A SERIES OF BEEPS WILL BE HEARD.








From: Randy Kautz

To: Kenneth McDonald

Cc: Nancy Payton

Subject: Shape File from PRT Report

Date: Wednesday, April 20, 2016 1:29:17 PM
Attachments: PRT Proposed Protection Final.zi
Kenneth,

Attached is a zip file that is a shape file of the additional areas of the East Collier RLSA
proposed for protection by the PRT. The zip file has an extension of zi_ because some email
servers block zip files. Just change the extension back to zip and extract it. If you have any
guestions about it, feel free to call.

Randy

Randy Kautz

2625 Neuchatel Drive
Tallahassee, FL 32303
Cell: 850-443-3014
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Constance Cassler; Ken Warren; Roxanna Hinzman
Subject: Site Visit Photos
Date: Thursday, March 17, 2016 2:42:04 PM

There is afolder with photos from our site visit on Tuesday.

L:\Trust ResourcessHCP\County Collier\E Collier Multispecies HCP
(2008FA0786)\15May2016SiteVisitPhotos

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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From: Hinzman, Roxanna

To: Larry Williams

Cc: Kenneth Mcdonald

Subject: Summary of EC HCP scoping for Nick
Date: Monday, March 28, 2016 3:43:00 PM

The Service is preparing a draft Environmental Impact Statement (dEIS), as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), regarding the proposed 152,124 acre Eastern Collier Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan (HCP). The Service will hold an open-house public scoping meeting at 5:00 pm, Tuesday,
April 12, 2016 at the University of Florida/Institute of Food and Agricultural Sciences Collier County Extension
Building, 14700 Immokalee Road, Naples, Florida. There will be an additional on-line (webinar) inter-agency
scoping meeting from 10:00 am — 12:00 pm, Tuesday, April 19, 2016 to inform partners and stakeholders about
the HCP and opportunities to comment during the dEIS scoping period. The inter-agency online meeting can be
accessed at:

https://intercall.webex.com/intercall/j.php?MTID=m9633eb376ab1993b2926dc365fff223e
Meeting number: 593 525 539

Audio connection: 1-866-203-6896 Call-in toll-free number
Conference Code: 968 574 2310

Roxanna Hinzman

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
Field Supervisor

1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, FL 32960

772-562-3909 x 309

Cell 772-532-1247

Fax 772-562-4288
roxanna_hinzman@fws.gov

NOTE: All email correspondence and attachments
received from or sent to me are subject to the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and may be
disclosed to third parties.
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From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: Johnson, Bruce

Subject: Table with corrected spellings

Date: Tuesday, February 23, 2016 9:28:38 AM
Attachments: Applicant Based Accounting.xlsx

I've attached the table with corrected spellings - | should refrain from typing too quickly
before the second cup of coffee has kicked in. If we can populate these spreedsheets we'll
have a better idea of what we need from an Implementing Agreement.

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
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Alico Inc.

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected





































































Barron Collier Investment, Ltd.

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected





Collier Enterprises Man., Inc.

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected





Consol. Citrus, LP.

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected





English Brothers, Part.

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected





Half Circle L Ranch, LLP

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected





Heller Bros. Packing. Corp.

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected





John E Price Jr Trust

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected





Pacific Land, Ltd.

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected





Sunniland Family LP.

		Habitat type		Score		Acres in Covered Activities Area		PHUs in Covered Area		Acres in Preserve Area		PHUs in Preserve Area

		Pine Forest		9.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood-Pine		9.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cypress Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Hardwood Swamp		9.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Upland Hardwood Forest		9.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Dry Prairie		6.3		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Unimproved Pasture		5.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Shrub Swamp/Brush		5.5		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Improved Pasture		5.2		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Cropland		4.8		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Marsh/Wet Prairie		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Orchards/Groves		4.7		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Exotic/Nuisance Plants		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Barren/Distrubred Lands		3.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Water 		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected

		Urban		0.0		XImpacted		Score*AcresImpacted		Yprotected		Score*AcresProtected






From: WillerSpectorLee

To: Mcdonald. Kenneth

Cc: TaylorPenny

Subject: USFW Comments re HCP EIS from COmmissioner Penny Taylor
Date: Monday, April 25, 2016 8:28:07 AM

Attachments: USFW Comments re HCP EIS.pdf

Good Morning Ken,
Commissioner Taylor asked me to send her comments regarding the Collier County HCP EIS to you.

Kind Regards,
Lee

Lee Willer-Spector, MPA

Fxecutive Coordinator to
Commissioner Penny Te ay[or, District 4
3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite #303

Naples, FL 34112

Email: LeeWiller-Spector@colliergov.net
Ofc. 239.252.8603
Fax 239.252.6393

Coﬁr County
Ny . T

Under Florida Law, e-mail addresses are public records. If you do not want your e-mail address released in response to a public records
request, do not send electronic mail to this entity. Instead, contact this office by telephone or in writing.


mailto:LeeWillerSpector@colliergov.net
mailto:kenneth_mcdonald@fws.gov
mailto:PennyTaylor@colliergov.net

Board of Collier County Commissioners

Donna Fiala Georgia A. Hiller, Esq. Tom Henning Penny Taylor Tim Nance
District 1 District 2 District 3 District 4 District 5

Kenneth McDonald, Project Manager
South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
US Fish & Wildlife Service
1339 20" Street
Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559
April 22, 2016

RE: Comments-Eastern Collier HCP EIS
Dear Mr. McDonald:

| am pleased that the USFW is turning its attention to Collier County and the Rural Lands
Stewardship Area (RLSA).

The RLSA is the local growth plan for development in eastern Collier County.
The RLSA does protect flow-ways and its stated goal is to protect habitat for listed species.

However, the boundaries were established sixteen years ago and the plan is simply not current
with the present science of listed species habitat needs.

It is the primary function of State and Federal wildlife agencies to protect listed species with
separate permitting processes. The County relies on the Fish and Wildlife Services to determine
which habitat areas are important to preserve and to then provide that guidance back to the
County.

The County will be reviewing the RLSA in the future and will look forward to hopefully
receiving this information in time to assess and incorporate it so that Collier County is
adequately protected.

Sincerely,

2.

Penny Taylor
Collier County Commissioner — District 4

3299 Tamiami Trail East, Suite 303 + Naples, Florida 34112-5746 » 239-252-8097 « FAX 239-252-3602






From: Mcdonald. Kenneth

To: amber crooks

Subject: We have the large main conference room reserved for the meeting
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2016 7:14:08 AM

Hi Amber,

| just got your message and yes, we do have the room reserved for the meeting and Andy will
be helping us get set up. We're all good to go!

Ken

Kenneth McDonald

Fish & Wildlife Biologist

South Florida Ecological Services Field Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960-3559

Office: 772.469.4284

Fax: 772.562.4288

kenneth_mcdonald @fws.gov

fnerjy and- ferai&tence will conquer aff tﬂnjs
- ﬁenjamz’n ?Frankyz'n
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